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RULES OF THE SOCIETY.

I.—That the Society be called the * WILLIAM SALT ARCHZEOLOGICAL Socrery.”

IT.—The leading object of the Society shall be the editing and printing of original
documents relating to the County of Stafford, to which, however, may be
added papers selected by an Editorial Committee, illustrative of the same, or
coming under any of the eight following heads :—

(@) Abstracts of the Monastic Chartularies, and of Ancient Family Deeds, with
the names of witnesses and facsimiles of seals; Genealogies of Nobility
and Gentry (accompanied by proofs), Heraldic Visitations, and other
papers touching the general history and descent of properties and families.

(8) Printing and editing of the Public Records relating to the Count_y., including
the Exchequer or Pipe Rolls, the Assize Rolls, Fine Rolls, Inquisitions,
Perambulations of Forests, Subsidy Rolls, and Assessments, ete., etc.

(¢) History of Parishes and of Manors, and of Manorial Customs and Tenures,
illustrated by Copies of, or reference to, original grants.

(¢) Church Notes hitherto unpublished, such as Ecclesiastical Surveys, Extracts
from Episcopal and Parish Registers, Copies of Epitaphs, and Description
of Monuments and Ecclesiastical Buildings, Abstracts or Copies of Wills,
ete.

(¢) Notices of British and Roman Remains, and Roads and Buildings, and the
Antiquities generally of the District.

(/) Autograph Letters and other Documents relating to the Civil War.

(g) Notices of distinguished Worthies, Broadsides, Election Squibs, etc.

(%) Correspondence, in which enquiries may be made and answered, on any of

the above subjects, and miscellaneous information, including corrections of
errors.

III.—The general affairs of the Society shall be managed by a Council of ten, of
whom five shall be trustees of the William Salt Library, and nominated by
them, from time to time, and five shall be elected at an Annual Meeting of
the Subscribers. The Council shall be empowered to delegate, if they see fit,
the selection of the papers to be printed to an Editorial Committee. Of the
Council, three shall be a quorum, and in case of equality of votes, their
Chairman shall have a casting vote.

IV.—The Officers of the Society shall be a Treasurer, a Secretary, and an Auditor,
to be appointed by the Council. These Offices shall be honorary, but the
Council shall have power to appoint an Assistant Secretary to be. paid at the
discretion of the Council, as'the nature of his duties may warrant.

'V.—The Subscription shall be One Guinea annually, to be paid in advance upon the
first of Januury in each year, and such annual payment shall entitle each
Subscriber to the volume issued for the year of such subscription. Any
Subscriber shall be permitted to withdraw from the Society by giving notice of
his intention three months before the termination of any year of Subscription.

N.B.—To save trouble, it is recommended that the Members of the Society pay
their subscriptions to the Society’s bankers by revocable order upon their own
bankers, a printed form for which may be obtained from the Assistant Secretary.
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Che William Sult Avcheological Soriety.

REPORT OF ANNUAL MEETING, NOVEMBER 10tx, 1917.

Tue Thirty-ninth Annual Meeting of the William Salt Archso-
logical Society was held in the William Salt Library, Stafford,
on November 10th, 1917. Sir Reginald Hardy presided. There
were also present the Earl of Lichfield, the Rev. E. R. O. Bridgeman,
the Rev. S. Hutchinson, Colonel Twemlow, Commander Wedgwood
(Hon. Sec.), Colonel Wright, Messrs. P. Adams, F. T. Beck, F. A.
Homer, A. Huntba,tch; R. E. Joy, W. N. Landor, J. R. B. Masefield,
and the Assistant Secretary.

The Minutes of the last Meefing were read and passed.

Eprtoriar. CoMMmITTEE’S REPORT.

The Committee have to report that the 1915 volume has been issued
and has been favourably reviewed by the Press. The 1916 volume is
still in the printers’ hands, but the whole has been passed and is being
indexed. It consists almost entirely of pre-Conquest records of
Staffordshire, chiefly by Mr. C. G. 0. Bridgeman and the Hon.
Secretary. The 1917 volume will consist of the first part of a History
of the Members of Parliament for Staffordshire from the earliest times,
by the Hon. Secretary. The Committee greatly regret that this :
volume has not been published during the current year; the delay
has been caused by the printers being now so shorthanded.












Reid, and Professor Murray Beaven, of Oxford. The volume for 1917
will consist of the first part of the Staffordshire Parliamentary History,
1213-1603. This gives biographies of the Knights of the Shire and
Burgesses who sat for Stafford, Newecastle, Lichfield and Tamworth,
with their politics and contests. It is an attempt to make County
History eontribute to National History. Colonel Wedgwood has had
the invaluable co-operation of Mr. W. Duncomb Pink and the Rev.
A. B. Beaven, the two leading authorities on Parliamentary history.
For this volume, Bowen’s map of 1747 has been reproduced, as being
the best of its kind before canals and railways altered the map. There
are also Chronological Tables of the Staffordshire Peerage, to give a
complete view of the political history of the County. The number of
Members has fallen to 211, and of these no less than 47 are Libraries
and learned Societies, and the County itself only finds about 100 annual
subscribers.

Colonel WEDGwooD moved the adoption of the Report, which Mr.
Howmzr seconded.

The AssiSTANT SECRETARY reported that in the past year the Society
had lost 7 Members by death and 8 by resignation; 4 new Members
had joined.

The CHAIRMAN read a letter which he had received from the Rev.
F. P. Parker, containing an offer from Mr. Ralph Thicknesse to work
for the Society in the Muniment Room at Lichfield.

There was some discussion as to the advisability of publishing some,
more of the Lichfield Episcopal Registers; the matter was referred to
the Hon. Secretary.

Colonel WEDGWOOD said that Mr. Fowler Carter had suggested that
the names of all Staffordshire men killed in the War should be collected.
After some discussion, Mr. HoMER moved that a Committee, con-
sisting of the Editorial Committee, Colonel Anson and Colonel Wolfer-
stan, with power to add to their number, should take steps to do this.
Colonel WepawooD suggested that a circular should be sent to the
parochial clergy asking their co-operation.

The Rev. E. R. O. BrIngEMAN proposed a vote of thanks to the
Chairman, which was seconded by Colonel WEDGWO0OD.
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OBITUARY.

THE REV. D. S. MURRAY.

WE regret to have to record the death of the Rev. Douglas S. Murray,
the author of these Notes, while they were going through the press.
For just forty years he was Rector of Blithfield Parish, and during
all those years of his ministry he never lost an opportunity that
came in his way of collecting and sifting materials for recording
the past history of the parish which he loved so well ; it was a
great satisfaction to him to put these materials together in a form
ready for the printer before he was called to his rest, and though
we could have wished that he had lived to see their publication, we
can at least record our gratitude for his indefatigable industry and
ripe experience in the preparation of these Notes. Mr. Murray
was born 28 May, 1853, the youngest son of the Rev. George Murray,
Rector of Southfleet, and grandson of the Right Rev. George
Murray, Bishop of Rochester. He was educated at Winchester
and Exeter College, Oxford, ordained deacon in 1877, and priest in
1878. His first and only curacy was at the Parish Church of Wigan,
co. Lancaster, where his future father-in-law was Rector; and
was presented to the living of Blithfield by William Lord Bagot,
in 1879, just about the time of his marriage to Miss Harriet G. L.
Bridgeman, the daughter of the Hon. and Rev. George T. O.
Bridgeman, Rector of Wigan.

For thirty years, from 1888 to 1918, he acted as one of the Trustees
of the William Salt Library at Stafford, where he spent many happy
leisure hours among the MSS. and books of research, whenever
he found himself with any time to spare in Stafford. He resigned
the living of Blithfield in November 1919, when his health had
failed, and passed the last few months of his life in London, near
the Chelsea river bank. His third son was killed in an aeroplane
accident just as he had qualified for his wings. He leaves a widow,
three sons and three daughters. ‘






NOTES ON THE EARLY HISTORY OF THE
PARISH OF BLITHFIELD.

By the REv. DouGras S. MURRAY, Rector of Blithficld
1879-1919.

THE Parish of Blithfield takes its name? from the river Blithe,
which for one mile forms its boundary, and then runs through it
for three miles of its course. It contains six original vills or
manors, namely Blithfield, Admaston, Stevens Hill (or
Steenwood), Newton, Hampton, and Booth. A village of
Blithfield is said to have formerly existed close to the Church.
This, however, has long since disappeared, and in its restricted
sense Blithfield now comprises only the Hall with its demesne,
the Church, and the Rectory. Admaston and Stevens Hill
were merged into it in quite early times, so as to form one
township, just as Newton absorbed Hampton and Booth,
and became the other township. But though Blithfield gives
its name to the whole Parish, Newton is never likely to forget
its independent origin, which dates back, as will appear,
to the age before the Norman Conquest at the least.? And
though the Blithfield township always possessed the prestige
of having the Parish Church situated on its territory,® yet
Newton was at one time able to boast of its own Chapel (as,

-1 The spelling varies very greatly—Blidevelt (Domesday), Blithfeud,
Bliefeld, Blythefeld, etc. Blyffeld, which seems to have been a very
usual form femp. Queen Elizabeth (see Hist. Coll. Staffs, xii, 216;
xiv, 1, 183, etc.), shows that the most approved pronunciation of the
present day obtained more than three hundred years ago.

3 The inhabitants of the two present-day townships are, as a rule,
careful to keep to their own side of the Church, both as to the seats
inside and the graves outside.

3 This is corroborated by the account given of the fatal quarrel
between Thomas, a son of the Lord of Blithfield of that time, and a
certain Thomas de Lutteleye. See the account of this on p. 11, post.

B
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according to tradition, did Stevens Hill also), for in 1552 the
King’s Commissioners, in the return which they made of
movable Church goods, mention ““on(e) littell bell in Newton
Chappell.”! The field in Newton opposite to the turning to
the Lea is still known as “‘‘the Chapel field.””? That, however,
is not the only mark of independence which Newton has lost.
Inasmuch as the whole of the township, with the exception
of a small portion, has gradually through many centuries
been added to the Blithfield estate,® Newton has now to
look to the neighbouring township for its Manor House, as
also, in more recent times, for its School and Post-Office.
On the other hand, it is somewhat surprising to find that,
while the Blithfield side of the Parish keeps its  Wakes "
early in September,4 it is' the Newton people that are loyal
to the dedication of the Parish Church by keeping their similar
festival in the week in which S. Leonard’s day (Nov. 6) occurs.

A.—TOWNSHIP OF BLITHFIELD.

Both of these two main divisions of the Parish are
mentioned in Domesday. The entry relating to Blithfield
under ‘‘ Terra Comitis Rogeriv (The land of Earl Roger) *’ is
as follows :—*‘ Ipse Comes tenet BLIDEVELT et Rogerus de eo

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), vi, i, 186.

* It has been supposed that the Chapel was built by the Abbey of
Burton, possibly by Meriet, who gave to the Abbey land at Hampton-
in-Newton, afterwards leased to Fitz Urnoi in exchange for all the
tithes of Newton (see Newton township, post, p. 18). The Abbey would
have served the Chapel as the tithe owners until it disappeared after the
dissolution of the monasteries in the sixteenth century. After that
time the inhabitants of Newton naturally looked to the Rector of the
Parish of Blithfield for spiritual ministrations.

* The last considerable part of Newton was added to the Blithfield
cstate in 1820, when Lord Bagot purchased from Lord George
Cavendish the lands which had descended to him from the successors
of the de Westons.

* This may have been in connection with the Nativity of the
Blessed Virgin Mary (September 8th), for in the fourteenth century
there was Churchland at Admaston, called “land of the Blessed Virgin
Mary,” and probably a Chapel also dedicated in her name.
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Ibvest i hida terre Terra est iiii carucis In dominio sunt ii caruce
et i3t servi et vii villani cum presbytero et i bordarius habent
vi carucas 1bi vi acre prati Silva habet iii quarentinas longitudine
et unam quarentinam latitudine valet xx solidos Edmundus
tenuit et liber homo fuit” (“ The Earl himself holds Blithfield,
and Roger of him. There is there one hide of land, and the
land is sufficient for four plough-teams. In demesne are two
plough-teams. And four serfs and seven villeins with a priest
~ and one boor have two plough-teams. There are there six
acres of meadow. The wood measures three quarentines in
length and one quarentine in breadth. It is worth 20s.
Edmund held it and was a free man.”)

We learn from this that at the time of the Norman Conquest
Blithfield was possessed by the Saxon Thane Edmund (who
no doubt gave his name to Admaston, which in the earliest
times used frequently to be written Admundeston): -also
that it was part of the large territory granted by the Conqueror
to Roger de Montgomery, Earl of Arundel and Shrewsbury,
as “temant in capite.”” The connection with Blithfield- of
the family of this great noble was but short-lived. The second
son Hugh, who succeeded to the English estates on the death
of his father in 1094, died in 1098, when his brother Robert
de Belesme (who had succeeded his father in the Norman
possessions) purchased the succession to the English lands
from William Rufus, but rebelling against the King in 1102,
and being defeated, forfeited all his English possessions.?
Later in the same century Ferrars Earl of Derby had, as will
appear, taken the place of the Earls of Shrewsbury and
Arundel as tenants in capite, holding from the King. Roger,
who at the time of the Survey held under Earl Roger Mont-
gomery, was Roger de Lacy of Ewyas, who also held Norbury *
and Walton (in Gnosall). ' The Barony of Ewyas escheated
towards the close of the reign of Henry I, and was conferred,
together with the seigneury over Blithfield and Walton,

upon Payn-fitz- John.

Iy tons; Antiq..S}wop., IRTT258 2008 12 5k
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This man’s daughter and coheir, Cicely Countess of Here-
ford, died in 1207 without issue, when her great-nephew
William de Munchensi! inherited her property. William and
his brother Warin, who succeeded him, being both of them
minors, were the wards of de Albini, Earl of Arundel.?
Warin de Munchensi had livery of his inheritance, including
Blithfield, in 1213, and died in 1254.2

Such is the outline of the history of the earliest Norman
overlords' of Blithfield. But the actual resident landowners
(enfeoffed before 1136) were the de Blithfields, who occupied
it for nine generations, until they died out in the latter part
of the fourteenth century, being merged in the family of
Bagot of Bromley, the representative of which married
Elizabeth de Blithfield, who became heiress of Blithfield
as being apparently the only surviving child of Richard,
last Lord of Blithfield.4

How and when they first came to be at Blithfield it seems
impossible to decide with any exactness.

This much, however, is ascertained, that a certain Heremann
was established at Blithfield in the earlier part of the twelfth
century, for his eldest son Walter gave half of Walton (in
Gnosall) to Buildwas Abbey in the time of Henry II, and since
Walton as well as Blithfield was held at the time of the
Domesday Survey by Roger de Lacy, it follows that Heremann
was enfeoffed both in Walton and Blithfield before these lands
escheated and were granted to Payn-fitz-John, who was
slain in 1136.5 Blithfield appears to have been given by

! The Munchensis were East-country Barons, holding lands in
Essex, Suffolk, and Norfolk (see Dugdale’s Baronage).

2 Shaw’s Staffordshire, xxvii.

* See Eyton’s Staffordshive Domesday Studies, p. 84.

* So Erdeswick and Chetwynd. Genl. Wrottesley maintains
(Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.),xi, 220, note) that consideration of dates makes
this to be practically impossible, and that she was daughter of
John, Lord of Blithfield, and sister of Richard (but see post, p. 15,
note 3). 3

* Hist. Coll. Staffs, i, 236.
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Heremann to his (younger) son William (c. 1100-1175), for
in a Blithfield deed? this William is stated to have given it to
his second son John, Amaury of Hilcrombe the eldest son
confirming the grant subsequently, as did also his successors,
William de Hilcrombe? and Richard de Hilcrombe, who
confirmed it to Henry de Blithfield and James de Blithfield
respectively and successively. As an evidence of William
son of Heremann being tenant-in-fee of Blithfield, we find
him somewhere about the latter portion of the twelfth century
presenting Richard de Blithfield® to the parsonage of Kingston
‘““ as belonging to his mother-church,” 1.e., apparently, Blith-
field. The case is a curious and interesting one. William de
Gresley in 1199 claimed the advowson of Kingston in the time
of John lord of Blithfield, who succeeded his father William.
De Gresley’s claim was resisted by John, but whether success-
fully or not we are not told. Probably the powerful Gresley
influence was too much for him, for when about forty years
later William de Gresley’s grandson gave certain lands in
Kingston to the Abbey of Rocester, the advowson of the Church

1 The following is the text of the deed: ‘‘ Sciant &c. q? ego
Amalricus filius Wilhi filii Heremanni dedi &c. Johanni fratri meo
Bliefeldam, quam pater noster eidem Johi dedit pro servicio dimid.
militis Testibus Rogero de Port, Simone de Crombe, Alfredo Presbytero
de Hulcrombe &c.” M

* William’s deed is as follows : ‘‘ Sciant &c. quod ego Wilhus filius
Amauri cessi homagium Henrici filii Johis de Bliefeld et relevium
suum de villa de Blithfield quam Johes pater suus tenuit de patre
meo Amauro &c. Testib, Hamone de Weston, Hugone Bagot, &
Wilho fratre suo, Jordano de Knitelle (Knightley in Gnosall) & fratre
suo Rogero, Rob : Citharista, Galfrido de Bolda (Booth) &c.” (See
Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), ii, 15.)

s See Hist. Coll. Staffs, iii, i, 48. Richard was probably brother of
John (the first to be surnamed de Blithfield), and Rector of Blithfield.
(See account of Rectors, post, p. 96. The compiler of Memovials of the
Bagot Family states (p. 1I) that John, in taking the name of de
Blithfield, was reviving an old family ; for he took not only the name,
but also *“ (as I have somewhere read) the arms of the (then extinct)
old family of the de Blithfields.”
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was granted with them.! This was not done, however, without -

protest on the part of Blithfield ; for in the Plea Rolls of 1244
we find James de Blithfield suing the Abbot of Rocester for
the advowson of the Chapel of Kingston. The Abbot called
to warranty William, son of Geoffrey de Gresley.? That
« some claim by Blithfield upon the Church of Kingston was
" established either at this time or later on is clear, for in 1534
the Abbot of Rocester was still paying annually to the Rector
of Blithfield on behalf of his Vicar at Kingston the sum of
10s.2  This amount continued to be paid from Kingston as
a “modus” as late as the eighteenth century.# Sir John
de Blithfield was succeeded by his son, Sir Henry de Blithfield,
Kt., in 1205.® He married a certain Margery, as appears in
a Blithfield deed, s.4.¢ He was also a benefactor to the Priory
of St. Thomas, Stafford, in the time of Richard I,” and therefore
before the death of his father. Sir Henry died in 1234 and
was succeeded by his son James lord of Blithfield above
mentioned. In the Testa de Nevill Tenure Roll (p. 47) of
about 1241 James occurs as holding of the Warin de Mun-
chensi who (as we have already seen) was the mesne lord of
that time, “ half a fee in Blithefeud.”® About 1235 he gave
to St. Thomas’ Priory, Stafford, “ a certain wood in Blithfield
called le Frith.”® As the deed by which it was granted con-
tains the names of several places which can be more or less
identified at the present time, it may be worth while to give
here a translation of it. ““ Be it known to all now and hereafter
that I James de Blithfield-have given &c. to God and the
Church of Saint Thomas the Martyr near to Stafford and to

1 See *“ Gresleys of Drakelowe,”” Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), i, 237.
* Hist. Coll. Staffs, iv, i, 102. )

® Valor Ecclesiasticus, Vol. iii, p. 124.

! See Rector Ward’s Tithe-book for 17.14, P26

> Hist. Coll. Staffs, i, 237.

STBINIS ), xi V2 0!

? See Chartulary of St. Thomas, Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 143.

* Hist. Coll. Staffs, i, 237.

® See ‘ Chartulary of St. Thomas,”’ Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 143.

S —
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the Canons regular there serving God, for the good of my
own soul and those of my ancestors and successors, in free
alms for ever, a certain wood in Blithfield called ‘ Le Frith,’
contained together with all its appurtenances within these
boundaries, viz., along the high-way which leads from
Blithfield to Stafford,! and from the said road in a direct
line to the clearing of Swane the Smith, and from the same
clearing to the clearing of Ralph de Hampton, and from the
same clearing to the clearing of Nicholas de Hampton,? and
from the clearing of the said Nicholas to the clearing of Robert
Pas,® and from the clearing of Robert Pas to the open field
of Blithfield, and so through the same field following the
hedge to the aforesaid high-way, to have and to hold free &c.
as I James or anyone of my ancestors have at any time held
the same wood free, that so they may be able to use and enjoy
the aforesaid land ‘the Frith’ with the wood in skilled
husbandry and-in any other manner whatsoever. But it
the said Canons wish to have the said wood protected, they
ought to enclose and protect it at their own expense, and with
a proper bedge. But the said Canons shall have no common
rights in my estate at Blithfield on account of that holding ;
nor will I nor my heirs, nor anyone belonging to me, have
any further right claim or common right in the said holding.
Moreover I have given to the said Canons sufficient road for

1 This is identical with the track which leads from the Oakfields
Farm across Moreton Brook towards Colwich and Great Haywood,
which was originally one of the principal highways of the County.
The Frith (which is said to mean land with scattered trees or under-
wood growing upon it) is identical with part of the field opposite the
Rectory gate on the other side of the road, now called ‘ the Crab-tree
Leasow.” It seems to have been, with two others, thrown into this
larger field in the latter part of the eighteenth century, when its name
was lost.

3 These lands were probably on the site of the Rectory Farm.

3 This surname (and not pease) may have been the origin of the
name Pease-Croft, for it was spelt Pas-Croft in a Blithfield deed of
1349.
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cart and team extending from the said high-way along by the
headland of William son of Edrich de Blithfield leading to
‘ Wildredely ’.”’1

Arising out of this gift an agreement was made in 1253
between the Priory of St. Thomas and Robert de Foston,
Rector of Blithfield, by which certain tithes on this land called
“novalia ”’ were surrendered * for peace sake ”’ by the Rector
on condition that the Priory paid to Blithfield Church one
pound of wax on the day of the Assumption of the B..Virgin
yearly for ever.2 The Blithfield estate at this time appears
tohave extended over the Parish boundaryinto Colton, perhaps
as far as Sherra Cop Lane; for that lane is said to take its
name from a visit of the Sheriff in 1250 for the purpose of
settling a claim of Robert son of John de Admaston against
James de Blithfieid, his son John, and others for pulling
down a certain hedge in Colton.® James de Blithfield had
two sisters, Dionysia who married William ““le Jouene,” or
““the young lord,” lord of Littlehay in Colton,* and Margery
who held land at Cresswell.® James de Blithfield died in
1255. His eldest son John having died in the life-time of
his father, he was succeeded by his second son Richard, who
was at the time under age and in ward to Margaret de Ferrars
Countess of Derby, who sold his marriage to Roger de Verney,
reserving to herself the advowson of the Church of Blithfield.®

} Wilderly Barn of the present day occupies the site of an ancient
Manor House, which existed well on into the eighteenth century (see
Parker’s History of Colton, pp. 178 and 244). The ‘‘ sufficient road *’
mentioned in the deed seems to have been a right-of-way connecting
the Moreton Highway with the original Lee Lane, which led by
Wilderley in the direction of Moreton Grange.

* Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 144. * Parker’s Colton, P- 40.

4 Blithfield deed. § Parker’s Colton, p. 305.

¢ This we learn from the record of a suit concerning the right of
presentation to the Rectory in 1288 (see Hist. Coll. Staffs, vi, i, 180).
The King claimed the nomination because the Earl of Derby, whose
mother and uncle had both presented, was at the time a minor.
Richard de Blithfield, on the other hand, maintained that the Earl
had no right of presentation, that the Countess, his mbther, had
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Richard was of age before 1269, for in that year we find him
suing Robert, son of John de Edmundeston (Admaston), for
common of pasture in five acres in Colton. Robert’s defence
was that William de Wasteneys, William de Colton, William
Griffyn, and Hugh son of Thomas held the said land in common
and in severalty as lords of Colton.! Richard married the
daughter of Roger Vernay (or de Verney) of Bromshelf
(Bramshall), to whom it is probable that Roger de Verney,
Rector 1287-1307, was related. He had a brother James,
and a sister Agnes,? and probably another sister, Petronilla.3
In his time, it is supposed, a memorable piece of work was
carried out. It is true that no written record of the building
of the Parish Church exists, yet the evidence of architectural
style points to this time as being the approximate date of the
main building as it now stands. The arcading of the Nave
in particular suggests the latter part of the thirteenth century
as the period during which the old Norman Church was
replaced by its successor.4

Richard (I) de Blithfield died in or before 1293,% and was

presented not in her own right, but only as his (Richard’s) guardian
during minority, and that  all his ancestors from time out of memory
had presented to the Church.”” Richard de Blithfield’s claim was
allowed. This, it may be remarked, seems to be the latest mention
of the exercise of their privileges by the over-lords of Blithfield. In
process of time their interests here as elsewhere grew to be more and
more nominal only, until they became practically non-existent, and
the de Blithfields remained as independent possessors.

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs, iv, i, 172.

3 Blithfield deeds. 3 Hist. Coll. Staffs, vi, i, 48.

4 At the junctions of the hood-moulding of the nave heads are
carved, which have all the appearance of being done from the life.
If so, we may conjecture them to be (beginning on each side from the
east end) on the north side (1) Richard de Blithfield ; (2) King Henry I11;
(3) A layman (? De Verney of Bramshall or ? the Architect). On
the south side (1) Roger de Meyland, Bishop of Coventry and Lichfield ;
(2) Queen Eleanor of Provence ; (3) Rector Roger de Verney. There
is also a head at the lower end of the hood-moulding of the easternmost
and westernmost arches on the north side.

s Hist. Coll. Staffs, i, 273.
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succeeded by his second son Richard (II) de Blithfield, John
the eldest son having died before 1256.1 " Richard married
Cecilia. . . . in or before 1293.2 In 1322z he bought the
Manor of Littlehay, being ““a fourth part of the Manor of
Colton,” from Robert de Colton. This property passed to
the Bagot family with the de Blithfield estates, and has
remained in their possession down to the present time, being
in Charles II's reign termed by Chetwynd °‘the appanage
of the younger brothers of that line.”? 1In 1327 Richard had
a dispute with John de Weston, who in addition to his
property at Newton seems to have acquired common rights
in Blithmoor, of which he alleged Richard had dispossessed
him. The matter was settled by arbitration as set forth in
a French deed preserved at Blithfield. Besides this de Weston
claim upon Blithmoor it would appear that the Church held
some portion of it about this time, for in a Blithfield deed
of 1332 mention is made of ‘“land of the Blessed Mary in
Milnefield abutting on Blithemoor.”’* A brother of Richard,
named John, occurs in connection with a trial for murder in
1293, and his son Richard acted as trustee in the transaction by
which Richard de Hampton in 1367 made over his meadow in
Blithmoor to Ralph Bagot,® while his grandson Richard in 1379
granted lands in Wildeley to .John-at-Brok of Admaston.®
A third brother, Thomas, appears to have been of a quarrel-
some disposition, and what we learn about him illustrates

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs, vi, i, 180.
2 Hist. Coll. Staffs, ix, 1, 48.

3 Parker’s Colton, p. 155, also p. 327, where the deed is transcribed.

¢ This land is also mentioned in a Blithfield deed of 1383, by which
Wm. Botte of Admaston, chaplain, grants ¢ a place and curtilage with
buildings standing in it in the vill of Admaston, which lies between
the land of the lord of Blythefeld and the Kings’ way leading to
Ruggeleye, and stretches lengthways between the land of the Blessed
Marie of Blithfeld and the land of the lords of Newton and 5 butts
of arable in the Mulnefield.”

* Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 217, 218.

¢ Blithfield deed 279.
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the roughness and lawlessness of the times. In a Plea-roll
of 1303 we have the following account of his being tried for
murder :—1* Thomas son of Richard de Blythefeld, taken
and detained for the death of Thomas son of William de
Lutteleye, put himself on the country; and Robert de Pype
and the other jurors say that on the day of the Circumcision
of the Lord, 30 Ed. I, a dispute arose at Blythefeld between
Thomas' son of William de Lutteleye and Thomas son of
Richard de Blythefeld, and Thomas son of William de Lutteleye
drew his bow with an arrow in it, meaning to shoot Thomas
son of Richard, and Thomas son of Richard perceiving his
malice, drew his dagger, and Thomas son of William tried to
kill him, and Thomas son of Richard then ran away as far as
the cemetery close of the vill and attempted to climb over the
fence in .order to escape from the other, and he could not
climb over the fence owing to its height, and he fell to the
ground, and the said Thomas son of William was pursuing
him all the time with his knife drawn, meaning to kill him
as he lay on the ground, and Thomas son of Richard perceiving
he could escape death in no other way, struck Thomas son of
William with his knife in the stomach, as he was lying upon
him, so that he died, and they say positively that the said
Thomas son of Richard de Blythefeud killed Thomas son of
William de Luttele in self-defence, and not feloniously or by
malice aforethought. He is. therefore remitted to gaol to
await the King’s pardon.”” Nearly three years later, at the
Gaol Delivery of the County of Stafford Dec. 1305, he was
indicted afresh for this very matter, but was able to produce
the King’s pardon dated from Lenton 1oth April 1303.2 On
Michaelmas-day 1312 he himself met with a violent death
at Penkridge. The record of the affair (which has got rather
mixed) is as follows :—*“ The jury of the hundred of Cotheleston
pResented . . . that John de Kneclet feloniously
killed Thomas de Blythefeld at Pencrich on the Thursday,

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs, vii, i, ITI.
2 Hist. Coll. Staffs, vii, i, 165.
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the feast of St. Michael, 5 Ed. II, and that John le Taillour of
Pencrich aided and abetted the said Thomas de Blythefeld
(sic) in committing the said felony.”’? Thomas, like his
brother John, had a share of Blithfield property, for his son
Richard in 1349 possessed ‘“a messuage, sixty acres of land,
and one acre of meadow in Admundeston, Colton, Neuton,
and Blythefeld.”? But to return to the head of the house.

About 1345 Richard lord of Blithfield died, and was
succeeded by his son John de Blithfield, who in or
before 1329 ‘had married Margaret . . . . . In that
year Sir Thomas de Wasteneys, lord of Colton, and Joan
his wife granted to him and his wife 44 acres of land in
Colton bordering on ‘““la Newlond” (Newlands), for which
they rendered a rose to the said Thomas as lord of the fee.?
By a deed dated 27th May 1349* John granted to William

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs, x, 1, 47.

* Hist. Coll. Staffs, xii, 91, 95.

3 Parker’s Colton, 331.

¢ Blithfield deed No. 245. This grant was evidently made for the
purposes of a jointure-settlement, as the property was re-settled upon
John and Margaret his wife the same year. (Parker’s Colton, p. 306.)
In 1402 the lands were *“ in manu domini,”’ and were valued at 100s.
a year. (Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 203.) The portion mentioned in
the first part of the deed seems to have been all the lands in the parish
of Blithfield lying south-east of Steen-wood, being bounded on the
south-east by Bowling-Alley lane (here called Mere lane, ¢.e., boundary
lane, being the boundary between the parishes of Blithfield and Colton) ;
on the south-west by Old Park (here called the Park of Grasshaye)
and Hamley field, which would have been the land between Stockwell
Heath and the boundary of the Parish continued from the northern
corner of Grasshaye Park ; on the north-west by a meadow, which was
probably the same as that in Blithmoor which in 1367 Richard de
Hampton passed to Ralph Bagot, and therefore at the Steen-wood end
of Blithmoor ; and on the north-east by the ‘‘ filum ”’ of the Blithe,
i.e., the line dividing the river down its middle, which is the Parish
boundary on the Abbots-Bromley side. Middlehay is now represented
by Medley-wood barn, which occupies a position in the middle of these
lands. In a deed of 1347 (Parker’s Colton, p. 341) there is mention
made of ** Hartewallesfeld, which abuts on the road leading towards
Middlehay.” The road would be the present Steen-wood lane, which
must have extended to Medley, though there is no trace of it now beyond
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Wymar de Morton and William de Hampton, Chaplains, all
his lands, houses, tenements, and woods, with the water-
mill called ““ le Walkmulne "’ 1 near Styvington, with the mill-
pool and bays and water-course serving the said mill, in Blyth-
feld, lying at Middlehay between the Mere-lone and the meadow
of Richard de Hampton lengthways, and the dividing line
(filum) of the water of Blithe and the Park of Grasshaye and
the field of Hamleye broadways ; with his wood of Stanesleye
and a plot of meadow under the same wood between the rivulet
of Tadbrook and Longleyemore and the meadows of the late
Felicia Pas and Robert de Tunstall. Witnesses :—Thomas de
Gasteneyes and John Bagot, Kts., Thomas de Weston, Magister
Adam de Berleye, Richard de Hampton, Hugh de Hughtesdon
(Hixon), William de Whytynton. Besides a sister Elizabeth,
who married Richard Harcourt,? John de Blithfield had a
brother Henry who was an active man of business. He
was a clergyman, and is usually styled ‘ Magister.” In
1314 he was sued, together with his father and mother,

the Steen-wood cottages, where it turns down towards Steen-wood.
The present Hartwell fields, on the right side of the road leading from
Admaston to Blithmoor, evidently at that time extended in a south-west
direction as far as Steen-wood lane. .

2 “ Walkmulne *’ means fullingmill. To ¢ walk” is to full (both
words being perpetuated in the common surnames ‘‘Walker ™
and ‘‘Fuller’), which was originally done by stamping with
the feet on the material placed in water, and in later times by a
stream turning heavy wooden mallets upon it. In the comple-
mentary deed this particular mill is described as ‘‘ below Stivin-
ton,”” now Steen-wood. It must have been situated somewhere
on the rivulet running down to the Blithe by Medley cottage. The
‘“bays >’ were reservoirs on it dammed up to collect the water. The
water at Steen-wood, as at the Newton fulling-mill of that time, could
not have been of any great bulk ; it was probably therefore collected
for several days, the mill being then worked for a few hours. According
to another Blithfield deed, there was also a ‘‘ Fulling-mill in Blythefeld,
on the water of Blythe, contiguous to a piece of land between the
mill-pool and the fee of Bromley Bagot.”’

3 By the marriage-settlement Elizabeth’s father undertook to
support her properly, together with her husband and children, in food
and clothing and other necessaries.  (Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 217.)
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by Matilda de Leghes for the third of a messuage and a noke
of land in Bertherton, which she claimed as dower.l! In
1333 we find him in possession of one fourth part of the
Manor of Wolseley.2 A Blithfield deed® dated 21st July
1349 states that he received from his brother John “ two acres
of land in Blithefeld with the advowson of the Church, the
two acres lying in Pascroft somewhat near to the Church-
yard of Blithefeld.” This grant he shared with Richard de
Hampton and William de Hampton, the Chaplain.® (It seems
probable that John then placed the advowson into the hands
of trustees, because his eldest son Henry was non compos mentis.
In a deed of 1354 Nicholas Poure, ““lord of Blithfield,” is
said to be “ guardian of the land of John late lord of Blithfield
and of Henry his son and heir.” It is plain that Henry was
not under guardianship as a minor, because his younger
brother Richard appears, by having lands granted to him,
to have been of age in 1348.5) There is mention of Henry
son of Richard again in a suit of 1356, when he was
associated with William de Whitynton and Richard son of
John de Blithfield (probably his first cousin, and not his
nephew), in suing Richard son of Robert de Hampton and
Joan his wife for a messuage, 120 acres of land, fourteen
acres of meadow, twenty acres of pasture, and ten acres of
wood, in Blythefeld and Bromleye Bagot. The Hamptons
granted the tenements to the three complainants to be held
for their lives at a rent of a rose at the Feast of the Nativity,
of St. John the Baptist, and after their decease to revert to
the Hamptons and their heirs.® His name is found among the
witnesses to deeds in 1357, 1364, 1377, 1379, and it is just

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs, ix, pt. i, 48. * Hist. Coll. Staffs, xi, 38.

3 No. 246. Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 17.

¢ According to the list of Rectors given in Mem. of the Bagot Fam.,
Roger Poure was presented to the Church in March 1349, which
should be more correctly given as 1349/50. +39

$ Parker’s Colton, p. 341. ¢ Hist. Coll. Staffs, xi, 168.

7 Parker’s Colton, pp. 349, 351, 353, 359. ‘
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possible that he may be the Henry de Blith(feld) who attests
a deed of 1387.1

John de Blithfield died in or before 1354, and was
succeeded by his eldest son Henry, who, as already stated,
seems to have been non compos mentis, Nicholas Poure being
his guard'an. It is probable that he died soon after, for
Richard de Blithfield, whom we may take to be the last Lord
of that family, received in 1356 a grant of lands in Colton,
Blithfield, and Newton from Ralph Bagot,? and since Ralph
Bagot, married Elizabeth de Blithfield, whom tradition calls
the daughter of Richard,® about the same time,4 it is not
unlikely that Richard thus took the opportunity of doing
something towards consolidating the Blithfield estate when
he gave his daughter to Ralph. Richard, however, died in,
or before; 1361, by which time Ralph Bagot had become
“lord of Blithfield ’ as the husband of the heiress Elizabeth.5
Any de Blithfields that occur after that date must be ascribed
to the cadet branch of the family, descended either from
Thomas or John, sons of Richard and Cecilia, or from some
other member of the family of whom there is no record. The
latest mention of all of a de Blithfield is that of  John son of
Richard and Petronilla his mother ”’ in 1396.6 Besides this
Petronilla wife of a Richard de Blithfield, there was also a

. Catherine de Baliden, who in 1391 quit claimed to Sir John

Bagot all actions which might arise by reason of her dower

1 Parker’s Colton, p. 356. : 2 Parker’s Colton, p. 345.

3 Gen. Wrottesley, in his History of the Bagot Family (Hist. Coll.
Staffs (N.S.), xi, 220), expresses the opinion that Elizabeth was the
sister rather than the daughter of Richard ; but that opinion (which is not
in accord with family tradition) was founded on the supposition that
Henry, lord of Blithfield, was under age in 1354 (which other dates
show that he could not have been), and that consequently John’s
children were younger than in fact was the case. There seems to
be no reason against Elizabeth having been born to Richard ¢. 1338, and
married when she was eighteen years of age.

4 Her son John Bagot was under age in 1376. (Hist. Coll. Staffs,
xiii, 130.)

5 Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 218. ¢ Chetwynd MS.
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after the death of her husband, Richard de Blithfield, in
Blithfield and Berdunton.! Whether this Richard, whom
either (or it may be both) of these ladies married, was Richard
son of Richard or Richard son of Thomas there is no means
of determining ; but the dates seem to fall in best with the
additional generation that the adoption of the former of the
two alternatives would give. The de Blithfields were thus
superseded by the Bagots not long before they disappear from
such records as are available:; and from the middle of the
fourteenth century onwards the history of Blithfield is practi-
cally coincident with the history of the Bagot family, com-
pletely recorded by General Wrottesley in Vol. XI (N-.S.)
of the Salt Archzological Society’s Publications.

B.—TOWNSHIP OF NEWTON.

At the time of the Norman Conquest the Saxon possessor
of Newton was Godwin. He was replaced by Warin the
Bald, who held it, together with estates at Weston-under-
Lizard, of the King. He also held the Shrievalty of Shropshire,
with no less than seventy manors, as a gift from Roger de
Montgomery on his marriage with Roger’s niece Aimeria.
Warin seems to have been a zealous Churchman ; for in-a
charter of William the Conqueror to the Abbey of Evroult
in Normandy, in the year 1081, amongst other gifts to that
house ““ Neuton ”’ is mentioned. But the gift seems to have
been disallowed, as no mention is ever made again of any claim
on the part of the Abbey.? Warin died before 1085, leaving
Aimeria surviving, and a son, Hugh, at that time under age,
who succeeded to his father’s estates about 1102. In the
meantime Rainald de Balgiole married Aimeria, Warin’s
widow, and appears in Domesday as the tenant in capite

L Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 217.
* See Eyton’s Ant. Shrop., vii, 207; and. Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), ii, 5.
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holding Newton. The entry, under “ Terra Regis " (the king’s
land), is as follows :—‘“ Idem Rainaldus tenet NIWETONE
Godwinus tenwit et liber homo fuit Ibi est dimidia hida Terra
est 13t carucis In dominio est dimidia caruca et viii villani et
v bordarii cum 145 carucis Ibi i servus et molina de iiii solidis
et 1 acre prati Silva wna quarentina longitudine et wna
latitudine valet %l solidos.” (““ The same Rainald holds
Niwetone. Godwin held it and was a free man. There is half
a hide there. The arable land is sufficient for four plough-
teams. In demesne there is half a team, and (there are)
eight villeins and five boors with three teams. There are
there one serf and a mill of 4s. value,® and two acres of
meadow, a wood one quarentine long and one broad. It is
worth 40s.”)

Rainald held Newton for about fifteen years, and then
retired to France, surrendering the honours which he had
acquired through his marriage with Aimeria, and allowing
his step-son uninterrupted enjoymeént ‘of the estates which
devolved' upon him by inheritance from his father Warin.
Hugh, however, died soon afterwards, leaving no issue. His
lands were then granted by Henry I to Alan son of Flaald,
as chief lord, from whom is descended the ancient family
of FitzAlan, as well as the Royal house of Stuart.? Under
this FitzAlan seigneury we find Ralph Fitz-Urnoi about
1120 as tenant-in-fee of Newton. He is mentioned

! Probably that which was known afterwards as ‘‘ Falley’s Mill in
Newton with the pool and water-course.”” In 1273 Constance, widow
of Iwin de Salt, sued Hugh de Weston for this mill, and, as Hugh did
not appear, the Sheriff was ordered to take the mill into the King’s
hands, and to summon Hugh for a month from Michaelmas (Hist.
Coll. Staffs, vi, i, 61). Thirty-three years later, in 1306, Agnes, widow
of Henry de Salt, sued Robert de Bromley and Ralph de Hampton
for a third of the mill. A deed was produced which showed that
Henry, son of Hugh de Salt, gave to Magister Robert and Ralph the
said mill for thirty years ; after which they were to pay to Henry and
his heirs 100s. annually. (Hist. Coll. Staffs, vii, i, 145, 148.)

* Eyton’s Ant. Shrop., vii, 211, 281.
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in the Burton Chartulary as tenant of a carucate of
land in Newton called ‘ Hantona” (Hampton), granted
to him and to his heir by the Abbot, who held it “ by the gift
of Meriet our father.”- In consideration thereof Ralph gave
to the Abbey the tithes of Newton from his whole demesne
both in corn and in stock, and, in lieu of the tithe, covenanted
to give him 7s. every year, and to send it for the altar at the
feast of St. Modwenna the Virgin (5th July).? Ralph Fitz-
Urnoi was succeeded by his son Robert Fitz-Ralph, who
was in possession of Weston and Newton in 1166.2 It is
supposed that Robert’s successor, Hamo de Weston, was his
son, though he is nowhere actually so called.

The names of the next five lords of Weston and Newton,
with the dates of their succession to the estates, are as follows :—
John (son of Sir Hamo) de Weston, 1214 ; Sir Hugh (I) de
Weston, 1228 ; Sir Hugh (II) de Weston, 1264 ; Sir John
de Weston, 1305; Sir Thomas de Weston, 1349. In con-
nection with these the only noteworthy fact relating to
Newton is a grant by Hugh (I1) de Weston in 1257 of 2} virgates
of land, two messuages, and two crofts in the vill to the Prior

1 As transcribed by Gen. Wrottesley in Hist. Coll. Staffs, vol. v,
the entries in the Burton Chartulary relating to this transaction contain
several errors. Thus the quantity of land is correctly given on p. 20
as i carucate, but on p. 27 the i appears as ii. Similarly on p. 21 the
amount of rent is stated to be xiis., and on p. 32 viiis. In both passages
the figure is in fact vii in the MS. Further, in the transcription of the
passage relating to the grant of the tithe of Newton to the Abbey,
the wording on p. 20 should be ‘“ Meriet pater BT *’ instead of ‘‘ presbyter
noster ’’; while on p. 32 the abbreviated form ‘Ppr nr’’ is given
correctly, but the equivalent is again wrongly given as  presbyter
noster *’ (Hist. Coll. Staffs,t1916, p. 257). Meriet, it would seem, was
the father of Abbot Geoffrey, and he may perhaps have been the
founder of the chapel in Newton. The grant of tithe by Fitz-Urnoi
should be regarded not as an original gift, but rather as an instance
of the patron (as he probably was) of the Newton chapel varying
the distribution of the tithe, doubtless during a vacancy of the
chaplaincy (see Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), viii, xiv ; also Raines’ Preface
to Archbp. Grey’s register, 56 Surtees Society, p. xx).

2 Lib. Nig. (Hist. Coll. Staffs, i, 214).
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and Canons of St. Thomas, Stafford, in exchange for all the
lands held by the Priory at Weston-under-Lizard.! The deed
is a somewhat lengthy document; but some parts of it are
here translated which, from names given and position of
boundaries, might help to determine the exact locality of the
lands included in the gift, or rather exchange.

“Be it known to all now and hereafter that I Hugo,
lord of Weston, have given to Nicholas Prior of St. Thomas
the Martyr near Stafford and to the Canons of the said place
one virgate and a quarter of land, two messuages with the
buildings and the crofts and all else belonging to them, and
three pieces of land with their appurtenances, in Newton.
To wit, the messuage and croft and half a virgate of land,
with appurtenances, which Ranulph son of Hugo formerly
held, and the messuage and croft and half a virgate of land with
appurtenances which Edric Russell? formerly held; and
the quarter of a virgate, with appurtenances, which Robert
Kempe formerly held ; and one piece of land called ‘ Longley,’
from the hedge of John de Newton along by the road, or to
the wood of James de Blithefeld, and so going down by the
wood and tenement of the said James to the duct, and then

2 Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 144 (where the heading of the deed is
inaccurate as to the amount of land included in the exchange, the
two half virgates formerly held by Adam son of Susan and Hugh
son of Ranulph being apparently overlooked). The lands granted
in frank almoigne were to be held of the grantor, though freed
from all services. The seigneury would therefore remain still in
Hugh de Weston. In a Terrier of Church property of the early part
of the eighteenth century Michael Ward (Rector of Blithfield 1713—
1725) writes, ““ Concerning the Tythes of Blithfield & Newton & y°
suppos’d exchange betwixt the Patrons and Parsons here. Mr.
Hawker purchas’d y° Priory Lands in Newton of Walter Fowler, Esq.,
‘of St. Thomas. Qu.: Whether the Tythes of those lands did ever
belong to y* Abbot of Burton.” ;

* Note by Rev. F. P. Parker in his edition of the Chartl?lary (Hist.
Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 145). ‘It is very probable that ‘ Edric Russell i
was the ancestor of a family of yeomen long seated in this parish, one
of whom, Thomas Russell, became a London citizen, and in 1589 A.D.

left a ‘ bread ’ charity to Colton and Blithfield parishes.”
C 2
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by the duct to the enclosure of the said John, and then by the
“enclosure as far as the aforesaid hedge. And another piece
of the meadow and waste land of ‘ Chalubullsford ! extending
from the hedge of ‘ La Bolde’? to the river Blithe, and so
going down to the lower end of the said meadow, and the
rill of the said meadows to the old ditch, and by the old ditch
to the Cross. Saving, however, a road for passengers which
leads to ‘Caluhull.’® And a third piece in my wood of
‘Le Hurst,’* which extends from the old bridge, by the
old ditch, next the road to the rivulet, and then going down
in a straight line to the enclosure of ‘ Paluhull.’® . . . I
have given also to the Prior aforesaid and his successors and
his Church aforesaid the common right of the whole pasturage
of my Newton holding both in wood and in open for four
‘hundred sheep and sixty cart-horses and sixty pigs, which
shall be free from pannage every year in my wood ‘Le
Hurst ’ : and the pasturage aforesaid for as many horses as
they possess, and also that they may be able to dig and carry
away turfs for each half virgate of the land aforesaid for one
half-day ; and for the nook aforesaid according to the quantity
belonging to the same . . . saving only to myself and
my heirs my enclosures, that is to say those woods which

* A mistake for ‘‘ Caluhullford,” probably some ford over the
Blithe, formerly existing between Callow Hill and Dapple Heath.

2 <« The Bold,” or the Dwelling, was the ancient name 'of the hamlet
now called Booth.

3 This piece seems to be fairly identical with the portions numbered
90, 91, 910 on the large size Ordnance Map, and perhaps Dapple
Heath, supposing that ‘‘ the Cross’’ was somewhere at the meeting
of the three roads from Newton, Booth and Newton Hurst. The ‘ old
ditch ”’ is that on the right bank of the Blithe going under the road
about 150 yards from the river bridge.

¢ Now Newton Hurst.

8 A mistake for ““ Caluhull.” This piece might well be Nos. 92,
93, 94, 188, 189, 190, 191, 193, 194 on the Ordnance Map. The *’ siche-
tum *’ (rivulet) flows under the lane leading from the Hurst to
Callow Hill. “ Descendendo ” is, however, somewhat perplexing, as the
water runs S.W. from Callow Hill.
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are called ‘ Hampton-wood '* and ‘Le Mulnemer,’ 2 at all
times in which the Prior aforesaid and his successors and his
men at Newton shall not have common rights, provided that
they are sufficiently enclosed. And similarly saving to myself
and my heirs all that moor called ‘ Rowmore,” in which the
said Prior and his successors and his men at Newton shall
not have common rights, unless the crops be first taken away
and the hay carried, but in cutting of no sort, with the exception
only of cutting in my wood called ‘ Le Hurst ’ of oak, hazel,
and white-thorn; saving, however, to the Prior and his
successors aforesaid and to his Church aforesaid the said
three pieces with the growth on them to do what they like
with ; and saving to me the water of the old mill-pool with its
fish-stew.® . . . In witness whereof I Hugo and the
Prior and Canons aforesaid have placed our signatures to
each others’ deeds remaining in each others’ possession.

Witnesses : o
Lord John de Acton, Robert de Hutesdon (Hixon),

Philip le Poyer, Ralph de Hampton,

Hugo de London, Robert son of John de Ad-
Thomas de Bromsulf, mundeston,

William de Acton, Thomas de la Lee,

William de Ipstanes, William, Richard, Hugo, of the
Thomas de Tresel, same.’’ i

1 The main Hampton lands were in the neighbourhood of the
Rectory Farm. The Hampton Wood here mentioned was evidently
elsewhere, and may probably be looked for in the fields now known
as Hampton Wood and Hampton Dale, the former adjoining the
‘““ Long Plantation "’ (cf. post, p. 34).

3 This wood may have been named after the mill-pool (Mulne
Mere). The portion of the grant here referred to seems (from the
mention below of ‘‘ the old mill-pool ’) to have been in the vicinity
of the mill. ‘ Rowmore ’’ in that case would be some field bordering
the Blithe, perhaps below Stansley Wood.

s This, it may be supposed, is identical with the pool immediately
below the mill on the right-hand side of the road going towards
Blithemoor,
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There is no reason for thinking that any of the heads of
the family of de Weston ever lived at Newton, but it is
probable that some of its members did so. John de Weston,
e.g., had a younger son, John de Weston, who was also called
John de Newton, because his brother Hugh granted him
certain lands in Newton. From him the descent of a family
of de Newtons can be traced as holders of land there for
four generations.! Thus in 1335 we find John de Neuton,
son of Richard and grandson of John de Weston (or de Newton),
with twelve others arrested and convicted for a trespass com-
mitted vi et armis against the Dean and Chapter of Lichfield.
He was apparently shielded by the Sheriff, who was fined
13s. 4d. for failing to produce him before the court.2? This
John de Neuton had a son Simon, from whom in 1376 John
le Clerk, of Colton, recovered six acres of pasture in Kyngeston
(Kingston).® Simon had a son, John de Neuton, living in
1388, but he died childless and seems to have been the last
of the de Neutons. His property passed to his sister, Margaret
de Pulesdon. Then again John de Weston (alias de Neuton)
had another son, William. He appears in 1314 in a plea
against his cousin Sir John de Weston for warranty of ten
acres of land, which Sir John’s father, Hugh (II) de Weston,
had granted to him.® In the same year, by a fine, two
messuages and thirty-seven acres of land in Bromlegh-Bagot
and Neuton were settled upon this William, with remainder
to his son Richard and his daughter-in-law Margaret.® William
de Neuton and his son Richard were witnesses to a deed of
John Bagot of Bagots Bromley in 1316.7 In the same year
we find this son, Richard de Neuton, suing John Pecok of

! See Pedigree, Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), ii, 46.

* Hist. Coll. Staffs, xiv, i, 39. 3 Hist. Coll. Staffs, xiii, 131I.

4 The Roger, son of Richard de Neuton, to whom the Priory of
St. Thomas Stafford granted land in Newton (Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii,
i, 147), may have been an uncle of Simon. In that case the Prior
Nicholas would have been Nicholas de Apsley (1257-1292).

5 Hist. Coll. Staffs, ix, i, 49. 8 Hiss. Coll. Staffs, ix, i, 48.

7 Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 184.
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Canokbury for damage to houses and land which he had let
to him ; amongst other things for pulling down a hall and
five chambers. Pecok did not appear to the summons of the
Sheriff, and he was fined f9, three times the amount of the
damage, and the property reverted to Richard de Neuton.!
In 1327, and againin 1332-3, Richard appears on the Subsidy
Roll for Blythefeld and Neuton, being assessed, on the first
occasion, at Is. 64., and, on the second, at 2s. It may be
mentioned, as an indication of the relative size of the
properties of the principal Neuton landowners of this time that
the assessment in 1332—3 of the de Hamptons was 12s5. 2d.,
of Thomas de Weston 5s., and of Richard de Blythefeld 55.2 In
1338 Richard de Neuton witnessed a deed of Sir John Bagot.?
In 1375 a Richard de Neweton was charged, with thirty-eight
others, with breakinginto Richard Bromshulf’s houses and closes
at Charteleye, Kyngeston (Kingston) and Gretwych, and cutting
down trees and taking timber from his houses to the value
of £40.# This may have been the same man; but the age
that would have to be ascribed to him at that time would,
it might be supposed, be a guarantee against such lawless
conduct.

A certain Isolda, daughter of William de Neuton, who
married Sir John de Weston (as his second wife), was probably
a sister of Richard. She had a son, Robert, to whom his
father gave landsin Newtonin 1331, as well as in Weston-under-
Lizard in 1340 and in 1345. From this union descended the
Westons of Rugeley and the Westons of Lichfield. The trans-
fer to this younger branch of the family by Hugh (I) de Weston
of part of the Newton property, together with the grant made

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs, ix, i, 56.

 Hist. Coll. Staffs, vii, 200, and x, i, 89. The name * Thoma de
Ceston ’’ on the Roll of 1333 is evidently a mistake for ‘‘ de Weston.”
John de Weston had probably since 1327 (when his name appears under
Neuton) made over his interest there to his eldest son Thomas.

3 Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 188.

¢ Hist. Coll. Staffs, xiii, 131.
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by him of the 2} virgates to St. Thomas’ Priory, may account
for the description of Sir Hugh (II) de Weston’s holding in
Newton in the inquisition taken at his death in 1305 as being
only a moiety of the vill of Newton.?

When the male line of the elder branch of the de Westons
died out in March 1350 in the person of Robert the infant son
of Sir Thomas de Weston, the Weston and Newton manors
were divided between his five surviving aunts. The eldest
of these was married to a Foljambe, the second, Isolda, to
Thomas le Champion, the third to Sir William Trumwyn,
the fourth, Margaret, to Matthew de Fouleshurst (as her second
husband), the fifth, Elisabeth, first to Sir John de Whyston
and secondly to Sir Adam de Peshale.?

The subsequent history of these five shares cannot always
be quite clearly traced ; but with regard to the first we find
that, Thomas Foljambe’s three sons all having died s.p., his
Newton property passed to his elder brother John Foljambe
of Tideswell, Co. Derby, who in 1372 is known to have been
seised of the fifth part of the manor of Newton. From him
it passed to his son, Roger (4. circ. 1392) ; then to his grandson,
Edward (d. ante 1448) ; then to two great-grandsons in suc-
cession, Roger and Thomas, who both died without issue in
1448. Thereupon this fifth part of Newton passed to a cousin
Thomas Foljambe, whose great-grandson, Godfrey Foljambe,
of Walton, co. Derby, sold it to Richard Bagot, of Blithfield,
in the year 1566 ; since when, down to the present day, it
has remained part of the Bagot estates.

The Champion share (second), and the Whyston share
(fifth) were in 1373 purchased from Stephen de Bromley, the
ultimate remainderman under settlements made by the two
coheiresses, by Adam de Peshale, who had married Elizabeth
de Whyston (youngest daughter of Sir John de Weston).

1 There may, however, have been some mistake on the part of the
jurors about this ‘“ medietas.”” In the Nomina Villarum of 9 Ed. II
(x316), set out in Shaw’s Staffs, 1, p. xxxii, John de Weston is returned
as the lord of the vill of Newton.

* Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), ii, 50.

.
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These two shares remained in Peshale’s descendants, the
Myttons, Wilbrahams and Newports, until the death of
the last Newport Earl of Bradford in 1762, when they
were included in the portion of the Countess of Montrath.!
By her they were settled upon the Damers and Cavendishes,
and were purchased by Lord Bagot from Lord George Caven-
dish in 1820.2 The Trumwyn share (third), after it had passed
to several Trumwyns in succession, was in 1375 settled upon
William Reynald and Isabel (Trumwyn), granddaughter of
Sir John de Weston.® This share subsequently came into
the possession of the Hawkes family. It appears from the
Hawkes pedigree in the Visitation of Staffordshire of 1583
that William Hawkes, grandfather of Richard who signed the
pedigree, 'and great-grandfather of Hillary Hawkes, married
Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Richard Reignoldes of Newton.4
It is possible that this Richard was a descendant of William
Reynald who married -Isabel Trumwyn.? Isabel afterwards
married John Saleway, from which marriage the family of

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), ii, 268.
* Mem. Bagot Fam., 16.
3 Hist. Coll. Staffs, xi, 182.

5 The supposition here put forward may be more clearly seen by an
outline pedigree of the Hawkes family :—
William Raynald 5=Isabel Trumwyn,
d. 1399.

Williams Hawkes = Elizabeth Reignoldes, of Newton,
b. circa 1465.

Thomas Hawkes=

Richard Hawkes=
occ. 1583, d. 1599.T

Hilllary Hawkes,

b. 1555, d. 1620, at Newton. In 1613,
besides inherited property, bought
40 acres of land in Newton from the
Aspinall family,



26 NOTES ON THE EARLY HISTORY

Saleway of Stanford derived its descent, and later again, as
a third husband, Nicholas Ruggeley. Newton, however, is
not mentioned in the inquisition taken at her death in 1399,
nor in any of the Saleway inquisitions. The conclusion,
therefore, is suggested that she alienated this property in her
life-time, and settled it upon her first husband’s family, the
Reynalds. This would accord with Chetwynd’s statement that
part of Newton was possessed by the Hawkes family from the
time of Edward IV. This share of Sir John de Weston’s
Newton property was purchased from them in the reign of
George III by William, first Lord Bagot.

The Fouleshurst share (fourth) was sold in 1355 by Matthew
de Fouleshurst and Margaret his wife to William de Whitynton
and Agnes his wife.! From them the devolution of the
share cannot be traced; but in 1547 we find a certain
Richard Clerkeson holding lands in Newton? as well as in
Whittington, and he in all probability represented the de
Whityntons. In the year 1600 Anne the wife of Humphry
Everard, and afterwards of Wilson,® and daughter and sole
heir of Clerkson of Whittington,? sold the property to the
Hawkes family,® and Lord Bagot purchased it with the rest
of the Hawkes property in the reign of George III. Thus
all the five shares of Sir John de Weston’s Newton manor
eventually became part of the Blithfield estate.

1 Hist. Coll. Staffs, xi, 169.

* Hist. Coll. Staffs, xii, 190,191.

3 Hist. Coll. Staffs, xvi, 197, 222.

¢ Hist. Coll. Staffs, iii, i, 70 ; Erdeswick’s Staffs, 454 ; Shaw’s Staffs,
i, 370.

§ Hist. Coll. Staffs, xvi, 197, 222.
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Big and Little Hampton Wood are the names of two fields
close to the Rectory Farm, but there is also a field called
Hampton Wood on the other side of the Newton road adjoining
the Long Plantation, and a Hampton Dale next to it on the
east.

BorLp or BooOTH.

Though the word *“ Booth ** happens to be derived from the
same old-Teutonic root (Bua, to dwell) as is “ Bold,” yet
the substitution of this form in the nineteenth century is
probably due merely to a corruption and misapprehension
arising from the local pronunciation ‘‘ Bould.” “Bold” in
old-English has the meaning of ““ dwelling.”” There probably
existed there in former times a small hamlet, though now it
consists of no more than three houses, one of which was only
built at the beginning of the twentieth century. The earliest
mention of Bold at present known is in the Pipe Roll of 22
Hen. IT (1175-6),® where Heremann de la Bolde? is included
in the Sheriff’s list of twenty-two persons whose chattels were
forfeited to the Crown, after they had failed in the “ Water
Ordeal,”® or had fled from justice. The amount obtained
from him, 65s. 84., is the largest in the list, and proves him to
have been a considerable person of the time. In the opinion
of General Wrottesley he belonged to a younger branch of
the house of Heremann, the founder of the de Blithfield family.
This is supported by the fact that Geoffrey de Bold, who may
well have been Heremann’s son, attested the deed by which
William of Hilcrombe confirmed the grant of Blithfield to his

! Hist. Coll. Staffs, i, 81.

* The name is printed ‘° Heremo,”’ but this is no doubt short for
Heremanno.

3 The plunging of the hand in boiling water was one of those
methods of trial by which in those days an accused person was subjected
to a dangerous test, the result being regarded as the direct judgment
of God.

¢ For this deed see above under Blithfield Township, ante, p. 5.
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cousin Henry de Blithfield (c. 1200). In a Weston deed of
¢. 12901 James Travers of Hixon quitclaims to Sir Hugh de
Weston Kt. and to his heirs a ‘‘ garantiam homagii quod sibi
feci pro tenemento quod teneo in le Bolde,” from which it
appears that the de Westons were the overlords. Geoffrey is
mentioned elsewhere as having been summoned by John de
Admaston in 1199, ‘ because he had bought the falcons of
the Lord the King,” and John having bound himself to follow
up the charge, and failing to do so, was fined, while Geoffrey
was acquitted.?2 Other members of this family, of whom we
find mention made in the thirteenth century, are William de
Bolda, who attests a Blithfield deed of ¢. 1240, and Richard
de la Bolde, who in 1293 was one of twelve jurors in a suit
regarding the rights of the King in the castle of Caverswall.?
Coming to the next century we find a James, son of James de
la Bold, releasing and quitclaiming te John Meverell, (who was
the possessor at that time of the other portion of Bold), all
his right and title to Bold More, which some time was his
brother John’s.* There was also a Roger del Bolde, whose
widow Joan in 1409 sued John del Bolde and John his son for
forcibly reaping his corn and grass at Bolde and cutting timber
to the value of 100s. and 40s.5 Roger and Joan had also,
by a grant from St. Thomas’ Priory, Stafford, in 1388, two small
pieces of pasture in Newton called ‘‘ Caldeford ”’ and ‘“ Hilde-
parrek,” to dig and plant at their own cost for a yearly rent
of 4s. payable at ‘the Annunciation” and at Michaelmas.®
Although this grant was for the lives of himself and his wife
only, his family probably retained the land, for we find in
the Subsidy Rolls of 1327 and 1333 Richard de la Bolde
assessed under ‘‘ Neuton and Blythefeld,” the assessment of

1 Hiyst. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), ii, 22, 112,
2 Hist. Coll. Staffs, iii, i, 41.

3 Hist. Coll. Staffs, vi, i, 207.

4 Blithfield deed.

5 Do.

¢ Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 146.
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1327 being 3s.1 As to that, however, it is quite possible that
Bold was then, as in later years, included in Newton. In
fact, in a deed of 1425, in which Richard Norman makes a
grant of Bold lands, it is expressly called ““ Bold within the
fee of Newton.”? A Richard del Bolde held land at Amerton
in 1349.3 This may have been the same Richard who in
1358 had from the Bishop a licence for his oratory within his
manor of Bolde for two years.# In 1348 Robert de la Bolde
attests a deed of Richard de Wenlake, by which he covenants
to grant to Roger de la Bolde 7 selions of land in Newton
lying in le Boldewood in exchange for 7 other selions in
Drengeton, viz., in Ippcroft, Wythewallfield, Browncroft and
Gosewell flatt ; and in 1350 Roger del Bolde attests a grant of
land at Rickerscot to St. Thomas’, Stafford.® Hugh del Bolde
in 1349 was with others summoned by Ralph Baron Stafford
and Humfrey Archdeacon of Coventry for taking goods from
Little Locksley to the value of £20.¢ In 1355 John dela Bolde
was one of the freehold tenants holding under the Fowleshurst
share of the manor of Newton.? What the relationship
was between these several people can only be guessed. That
which is certain is that for two hundred years or more a family
of this name held half of Bold. The subsequent history of
the ownership of this half of Bold is obscure, but we find
towards the end of the fifteenth century Clerkes in possession
of property at Bold, whom we may suppose to have been
the same family as the John Clerke, presently to be mentioned,
who enfeoffed the tenant of the other half of the vill. There
is nothing to show what connection (if any) there was between

v Hist. Coll. Staffs, x, i, 89, and vii, i, 200.

? Blithfield deed. The *‘ fee of Neuton ’ must be here equivalent
to vill or township, for that portion of Booth undoubtedly belonged to
the fee of Chartley.

3 Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 146.

4 Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), viii, 44.

¢ Hist. Coll. Staffs, viii, i, 182.

¢ Hist. Coll. Staffs, xii, i, 87 and 94.

" Hist. Coll. Staffs, xi, 169.
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them and the family of de la Bolde, but after the disappearance
of the latter from the records various members of the Clerke
family occur from time to time in Blithfield deeds. The name
is also very frequently found in the earlier years of the Parish
Registers. Besides Richard Clerke, who in 1473 sold certain
lands in Callow-hill and Bold to Thomas Fitton, there was
Thomas Clerke of Bold, Yeoman, who occurs in 1517 ; Robert
Clerke of the Bold in 1594, and finally Thomas Clerke, Beatrice
his wife, and John their son, who in 1624 sold all their lands in
Bold, Blythfield and Kingston to Thomas, John, and Henry
Gorringe, and Thomas Orrell, and levied a fine thereof accord-
ingly.?! The property was purchased about the year 1770
by the Rev. Walter Bagot, Rector of Blithfield, and from him
has descended to his great-grandson, Richard Mirehouse,
Esq., eldest son of Richard Levett, Esq., of Milford, who sold
it to Mr. Richard Wilson in 1917. The ancient half-timbered
hall is now occupied as a farmhouse. It contains some
interesting oak-panelled rooms, and, surrounded by its moat,
even now not wholly dry, still remains as a witness to the past
history of the manor of that moiety of Bold.

We now turn to the history of the other half of Bold,
in the present possession of Viscount Chetwynd. This was
originally held by the de Amertons under the seigneury of
Chartley. The first de Amerton of whom anything is known
was Nicholas, who in 1272 was accused together with Walter-
the clerk of disseising Margaret daughter of Richard de
Ambrighton (niece of Nicholas) of her free tenement in Am-
brighton and Bolde, namely of four bovates of land and
five acres of pasture in Ambrighton, and Aalf the manor of
Bolde. Margaret, it appears, was at the time adjudged
illegitimate, and in consequence withdrew her plea?; butlater
on her legitimacy must have been established, for she is almost
certainly identical with the Margerie de la Bolde who married

t Blithfield deeds. Richard Clerke was alive in 1481. (His?: Coll.
Staffs (N.S.), vi, i, 131.)
¢ Hist. Coll. Staffs, iv, 1, 191, 199.
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Richard Meverell. This was before 1286, for in that year he
made an agreement with Robert de Huxton (Hixon) concern-
ing the limits of Bold woods, the witnesses being Thomas
Meverell of Gayton, Richard of Caverswall, Richard de Blyth-
field, John Bromshulf, and others.! Richard Meverell and
Margerie had four sons, as we learn from an agreement made
in 1308 between them and their eldest son Richard as to the
property at Bold and Amerton, amounting all together to
about 100 acres. Upon Richard the younger acknowledging
that the lands belonged by right to his mother Margerie,
they were settled upon him and the heirs of his body, and, if
he should die without issue, then with remainder successively
to his brothers John, Roger, and William, in tail.2 As a
matter of fact the eldest son Richard did die s.p.; but
previously, in 1318, he confirmed to his next brother John
the grant of lands adjoining the lands of James de Bolde
which their father had given to John for his life.® John
added to his patrimony by a grant of lands in Mapleton made
by his kinsman William Meverell de Mapleton, who granted
all his lands there to him and his heirs for ever, and for default
of such lawful heirs to Roger lord of Mapleton, and Roger
son of Henry of the same.# He was succeeded by his son
John, who in 1362 quitclaimed and released to Roger Hulcote,
lotd of the Bold, all his messuages, lands, tenéments, woods,
moors, rents, services, etc.,in the Bold, of which the said Roger
had formerly been enfeoffed by the said John, to hold, etc.,
to him the said Roger and his heirs for ever with a general
~ warranty.® The same year he released by another deed to
the same Roger Hulcote all his lands in G(C)allow-hill and
elsewhere within the fee of Kingeston.? In 1371 Roger de
Hulcote, probably for purposes of settlement, enfeoffed Richard
(de Mareschall), Rector of Blithfield, and Henry de Hamsted
in all his messuages, lands, etc., in the Bold, Ambrighton,

1 Blithfield deed and Editor’s note to Erdwick’s Staffs, p. 269.
* Hist. Coll. Staffs, ix, i, 8, and Vol. for 1911, 72, 73.
# Blithfield deed, - . U = g 4+ .Blithfield deeds,
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Colton, etc. Witnesses John de Gresley, William de Chetwynd,
Kts., John de Grendon, William Parker of the Bold, Ralph de
Hampton! and others.? Of Roger no more is known; but
according to Chetwynd, he gave for his arms ‘“a chevron
between three mulletes.” It is a curious coincidence (it can
hardly be more) that the same arms are now borne by the
Chetwynd family, who ultimately succeeded by marriage to
these lands which Roger held. 1In 1533 we find John Mytton
of Weston-under-Lizard in possession of lands at le Boolde.?
In 1425 Richard Norman of Newent (? Newton) gave to
John Clerkson of Colton all his lands, rents, tenements, etc.,
in the Bold within the fee of Newton, which he had of the
feoffment and grant of John Grenly of Grenley, and which
the said John Grenly had of the feoffment and grant of John
Clarke of Stramshill ; Witnesses : Ralph Norman of Dreynge-
ton, Thomas Clarke of the Bold.* Richard Norman had two
sons, William who died s.p., and Nicholas who married Joan
(widow 1470). This Nicholas in 1447 is.described as
son and heir to Richard Norman, and as seised of divers
lands, rents, tenements, etc., in Rugeley, Wolseley, Colton,
Kingston, Chartley, Moreton, Colton, Loxley, and Newton.
Their son Richard Norman of la Bolde, who married Elizabeth
had two daughters, Margerie who married Thomas
Rugeley of Hawkesyard, and Joan who married (1st) Alured
Lathbury of Egynton and had a daughter Anna, who inherited
the manor of Egynton, and (2nd) Nicholas Meverell of Alston-
field, whom she was out-living in 1505. Thomas Meverell,
their son, in 1507 married Helen, 2nd daughter of Sir Lewis
Bagot. They had an only son, Lewis Meverell of Bold, who
married Anne Kynnersley, whose daughter and heir, Mary,
married John Chetwynd of Ingestre. Their son, Sir William

1 A Ralph de Hampton held 10 acres in Booth in 1320 (Hist. Coll.
Staffs, ix, i, 78).

* Blithfield deeds.

3 Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), ii, 127.

¢ This grant to Clerkson was only a temporary accommodatlon
for the lands were returned to Norman the same year.
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D.—LEE LANE.

No account of the Parish of Blithfield would be complete
without a reference to the small settlement which goes by the
name of Lee Lane. Though it is in another Parish (Colton),
and in another Rural District (Lichfield), it has always been
somewhat closely connected with Blithfield.! It takes its
name from an old lane, of which very little now remains.
The present road connecting the Colton-Admaston road with
Newton, which has acquired the name of Lee Lane, was
made at the beginning of the nineteenth century to compensate
for the abolition of the road which, branching off from the
Colton-Admaston road somewhere in the neighbourhood of
the present lodges, followed the line of the lime avenue in
the Hall grounds, and, leaving the present Rectory on the
left, turned sharply to the right in the Pease-croft, and so,
by joining the Church-road, on to Newton. The original
Lee Lane, however, is that which leads down to the cottages
from the present so-called Lee Lane. It no doubt originally
started where the present road crosses the old Colton-Admaston
road (the line of which is visible in the depression in the field
south of Lee Lane Farm and in Abberley’s croft), and then
turned down at a right-angle westwards at the corner of
Abberley’s croft, as in fact it does now in present use. That
this is the original Lee Lane is confirmed by the account of
the boundary of Colton Lordship (practically Parish) dated
October 1657, which is described as reaching “ the end of a
croft that belongs to Lewis Abberley, of Admaston, and soe
along by the said croft till we come to the Lea Lane, and thence
down the Lea Lane—till we come to the outside of Thomas
Llees his balkside,? and thence by the outside of his hedge till

! [t is mentioned in a Blithfield deed of ¢. 1250, which states that
“ Robert, son of John, son of Edde de Admaston, passed to John del
Eyot, the land formerly held by Henry the Chaplain, i.e., the croft del
Leein the fee of Colton, at a rent of one rosebud at the feast of S. James.”
(Parker’s Colton, 301.)

* A balk or balkside is a strip of ground left unploughed as a boundary
line between two ploughed portions.
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we come to the Portway that goes betwixt Coulton and Admer-
son.”! From the point where it now comes to an end by the
cottages it proceeded in a westerly direction towards Wilderly
Barn,? which it seems to have left somewhat on the right.
So far it can be traced at the present time, and is in fact used
as a grass track. Afterwards its direction can only be guessed ;
but it probably continued in the direction of Moreton Grange.
The two houses to the north-west of Lee Lane Farm were
formed out of the original farmhouse. The present farm-
house dates only from the beginning of the nineteenth century.

The inhabitants of Lee Lane have always looked to Blith-
field for Church ministrations, as the records of the Registers .
testify. In the register of Baptisms of the year 1665 there
1s an entry in which “ Lea Lane in the parish of Colwych
is mentioned. If this is correctly recorded, since the boundary
of Colwich parish would not be met with in a westerly direction
till Lee Lane had proceeded about a mile and a half, it points
to there having been a house, or houses, on the rectangular
piece of land in the corner of the Oak-field which is nearest
to Lee Lane corner, and which is an isolated portion of the
parish of Colwich.

E.—BLITHFIELD CHURCH.

The Church of S. Leonard, Blithfield, consists of a Nave of
four bays and Clerestory, north and south Aisles, western
Tower, and Chancel. The oldest portion, viz., the Nave,

! Parker’s Colton, pp. 217, etc.

* Among the Blithfield deeds of the time of Edward I there is a
grant by Richard de Blythefeld to Henry de Ryppeley of a messuage
with garden, etc., in Admundeston and three selions which he bought
from William Wyot and two selions from Henry Pas, lying near tke
road leading from the wood of Wilderdelaye to the vill of Admundeston
and near the road from Blithefeld to Middlehay Wood (now Steenwood).
Rent 12d. Wilderleyhull is also mentioned in a grant dated 8 February
1348/9 by William, son of William Clerk senior, of Admundeston, to
William Wymare of Morton, chaplain, of lands in Newton, Blythsfeld
and Colton. -
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probably dates from the latter half of the thirteenth century.
It is certain that this replaced an older building, for mention
is made in Domesday Book of a Priest at Blithfield, which
implies the existence of a Church here at least as early as 1086.
The only traces of the older building now remaining are—
(x) the Alms-box, which, it is thought, was the Piscina of the
original Church ; (2) the four stones with chevron ornamenta-
tion found in the churchyard in 1890, and now placed together
in the Belfry, which from their form and size may well have
been part of the Norman Chancel-arch (inasmuch as the
present Chancel seems to be of a somewhat later date than the
Nave, it is probable that the original Norman Chancel remained
for a time after the *“ Early-English "’ Nave was built, and after-
wards gave place to what was considered to be a more suitable
style of building); (3) tiles worked into the joints of the
masonry of the thirteenth-century walls, which no doubt
came out of a previously existing building. Modern additions
take the form of (1) an octagonal Mortuary Chapel on the north
side of the Chancel, built in 1829-1830 by the second Lord
Bagot over a family vault,® which has always been used as
a Vestry. (2) The south Porch, built after the design of Mr.
G. E. Street, about 1860, to take the place of the wooden Porch
which formerly stood on the same side, as shown by the marks
of the pitch of the old roof on the wall. (3) A recess at the
north-east corner of the north aisle built in 1865 for the new
Organ, but afterwards found to be too damp for the purpose.
The architectural features of the building are described as
follows by Mr. Charles Lynam, Architect, of Stoke-upon-
Trent, who carefully examined it in 1891 :—

1 There is an older vault a few yards to the north-east, close to the
east wall of the churchyard, well defined by a slight rise in the ground,
but there is no record of the period during which this was in use.
There is also a vault under the Sanctuary, which was partly used until
1853. That under the vestry or mortuary chapel was in use from 1825
till 1870, three coffins being moved into it when it was first built. The
last burial there was that of Lady Harriet Bagot, the widow of the
Bishop of Bath and Wells, in 1870. This vestry replaced a smaller
one on the same spot. [
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‘“ The architectural history of the fabric, as disclosed by
its own evidence, is tolerably clear, but there are a few moot
points (as is often the case in ancient work) that tend to
puzzle the enquirer, which will be noticed in due course. The
date of the original construction of the Church may be safely
said to be during the latter half of the thirteenth century ;
and it would seem that the original plan was as complete as
it now is. The present Clerestory was of course no part of
the earliest design; but the lines of the pitch of the first
roof of the Nave are distinctly marked both on the Tower
wall and on the wall over the Chancel-arch. Thus the Church
as it was first built may be fairly pictured without doubt
or difficulty. It is probable that the original Church was
built pretty much at one time, allowing perhaps for a slow
completion. The details of the Nave-arcade point to a period
somewhat earlier than any other part, and the presence of
the nail-head ornament on the capital of the north-east pillar
specially marks this work as of early character, but the Chancel
and other parts no doubt soon followed the Nave. Usually
the Chancel and eastern portion of an ancient Church are
found to be the oldest, but that does not appear to be the case
here. Still the Chancel is of a character very little later than
the Nave. There is occasion for doubt whether the walling
of the Aisles is that of the original Church, yet it would seem
to be somewhat anomalous that they should be built and re-
newed- within a period of about fifty years, for the windows
of the north aisle are of the date of the first half of the four-
teenth century. The windows of the south aisle are insertions
of perhaps a century later than those on the north side. The
remains of the.old walling of this aisle may be seen beneath
and between the windows on the inside. The west gable of
the south aisle has distinct marks of the same earlier work
in its masonry, as well as traces of a low lean-to roof,? which

! The exact pitch of the original south aisle roof may be ascertained
with great probability from the groove cut in the outside face of the
south-west angle of the clerestory. When the roof was removed, and
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again suggests that the original aisles had both of them such
roofs, afterwards removed when the larger windows were
inserted. The small two-light pointed window at the west
end of the south aisle would in size and proportion be consistent
with such aisles as have been suggested.

““The masonry of the east wall of the Tower indicates that
it was built at the time the original line of the Nave roof was
fixed ; so that the Tower itself must have formed part of the
original design, though its erection was probably not com-
pleted till the time when the north aisle was altered or rebuilt.
The angle-buttresses of the Tower point to about such a date.
The outer stonework of the two-light traceried windows in
the Tower show them to be clearly later insertions, though the
internal openings to these windows are of the original con-
struction.! The Clerestory with its three-light windows and
external parapet is of late perpendicular character, and was
probably erected quite at the end of the fifteenth or early in
the sixteenth century.? The arch between the Tower and the
Nave was built when the south entrance was replaced, but in
all probability there was originally .a former -archway here,
somewhat of the proportions of the present one. The Tower is
the most striking feature of the little Church externally,3

the wall laid bare, a piece of lead was no doubt put in it to make it
weatherproof and the groove made to receive it (a similar piece of
lead probably of the same date may be seen on another wall-slope
just above). At the time of the restoration of the church the angle
was made sharper to bring it into line with the present aisle roof, and
the lead was replaced by stone. (D.S.M.)

i The internal splay of the window on the north side has a sort of
palm leaf cut roughly on one of the stones. (D.S.M.)

z The glass of the west window, which was originally in one of the
north clerestory windows, was inserted by Sir Lewis Bagot, probably
about 1510 (see Account of the Glass, post, p. 90), and this likely
enough may have been the date of the building also. The stonework of all
the eight clerestory windows, and of some part of the aisle windows,
was renewed in 1843 by the Rector and Parishioners. (D.S.M.)

3 In a picture of the church in the Salt Library at Stafford,
of the date 1824, the tower is shown with four pinnacles inside the
battlements, as also is the nave, one being at each corner ; but an earlier
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and is a strong reminder of the ancient Tower of Rugeley
Church. The details of the Chancel assimilate to those of
Colwich, and are bold and simple in character.”

THE NAVE.

The tiled flooring was put in about the year 1853, and was
copied by Messrs. Minton from a somewhat similar pattern
of very ancient date which had been found in the Church.

The Font is of such a rude style that it is impossible to
assign to it any precise date; but it is undoubtedly as old
as any part of the existing building. The lines round the
bowl may possibly have been chiselled by way of ornament at
a later time. Traces may be seen on the rim of the position
of the fastenings of the old cover, by which the medizval canons
ordered fonts to be protected. The present cover, though it
may perhaps date from the sixteenth century, is not, of course,
the original one.

The old oaken carved bench-ends, twenty-one in number,
‘together with some of the benches, are ascribed to the early
part of the fifteenth century. There were probably many
more of these originally, which were destroyed when the high
pews of the eighteenth century were set up towards the eastern
end of the nave.

The Chancel-screen, which is in'the same style as the bench-
ends, is probably of a rather later date. It seems to have
suffered from fire at some period. Traces of this may be seen
on the south-east end of the top beam. It is not unlikely
that the pieces of the cast-iron imitation of the old carving
were put in at the time when this fire took place. The whole
was taken down in 1881 and restored according to its original

picture of 1770 shows no pinnacles on the tower, only four at the four
corners of the nave. At that date the louvre windows of the tower
were round-headed, and there was a circular window over the west
door. The masonry .of the top of the tower suggests that this part
was wholly rebuilt in Mr. Street’s time. (D.S.M.)
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design, under the direction of Messrs. Bodley and Garner, who
also at the same time designed the Chancel seats. These
were given by friends and parishioners as a memorial to
Rector Hervey Bagot. The old seats occupied the same
position, but were plainer and more in the family-pew style with
doors, cushions, and heavy brass candlesticks on the book-
board. Above the Screen there was once a Rood-loft, the
doorway of which may still be seen in the south wall of the
Nave; as also the two corbels on the east wall, on which it
mainly rested. It was presumably approached from the
south aisle by steps, with which the corbel on the east wall
of this aisle may be connected. Close by this corbel there
is a niche in the wall, which in mediaval times was probably
used for a light in connection with an image. Above the
Rood-loft would be the Rood-beam, bearing the Crucifix
and the usual accompanying figures of S. Mary and S. John.
The places on the Chancel-arch where the moulding is cut
away indicate where the ends of the beam were fixed on either
side. The stone Pillar by the door now used as an Almsbox,
was, it is supposed, the original Piscina of the Norman Church.?
For many years it found a home in a garden at Admaston
belonging to a house close to the School which was pulled
down. It was brought from thence and converted to its
present use by Mr. Hervey Bagot.? The Pulpit, which was
designed by the elder Pugin, took the place in 1846 of a
seventeenth-century oaken one, which with its sounding-board
was converted into a chest, and, as the inscription on it states,
made an heirloom of the Rectory. When this pulpit was put
into the Church, the Prayer-desk, which was situated on that
side, was moved to the north side. The westernmost bay
of the Nave differs from the other three in the character of its
hood-moulding, and in the size of the stones composing the
arches and the pillars. There are also evident breaks in the

1 A Piscina very similar to this exists at Romsey Abbey.
z There is a modern almsbox very like this, and indeed very possibly
a copy of it, in the Church of Sonning, near to Reading.
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coursing of the masonry above; and the arch on the north
side does not rest on the middle ot its pillar. These indications
point to this part of the Church having been at some time
rebuilt, either on account of a settlement in the foundations,
or the falling of a portion of the Tower. The latter seems
to be the most likely explanation, inasmuch as the parapet
corresponds exactly to the parapet of the Clerestory, and the
hollowed hood-moulding of these western arches corresponds
to the moulding of the south aisle windows. It may be
conjectured, therefore, that the building or rebuilding of the |
top of the Tower, of the westernmost bay of the Nave, and of
the Clerestory, the insertion of larger windows in the south
aisle, and the alteration in the pitch of the roofs of the Nave
and the south aisle were all done about the same time,?! s.e.,
early in the sixteenth century. The fine oaken roof was
put up about the year 1853, but it is an exact copy of the
original, except that it has a larger number of carved bosses
at the junction of the beams. The carved heads at the
junctions of the hood-moulding of the arches of the Nave
have already been described.?

THE BELLS.

The bells® are six in number, the three lower being of pre-
Reformation date, probably fifteenth century. The treble
bell cast by Llewellyn and James, of Bristol (note F) was
the gift of the parishioners on the occasion of Queen
Victoria’s Jubilee in 1887, as recorded on the tablet on

* It should be noticed, however, that, while the moulding of the
interior of the south-aisle windows, and of the hood of the westernmost
arch is hollowed, that of the clerestory is a flat bevel like all the rest
in the church. This may point to a separate and more exact date
for each. As already remarked (ante p. 47, note), the top of the tower
seems to have been again rebuilt when Mr. Street restored the louvre
windows about 1860.

2 See ante, p. 9, note 4. h _

3 See Lynam’s Bells of Staffordshire, under “ Blithfield "’ and Plate
19B.

2

E




50 NOTES ‘ON THE EARLY HISTORY

the south wall of the belfry. It bears as an inscription
the Latin version of ‘ Glory to GOD, etc.” The letters
which are used as the signs for Roman numerals are
cast in larger form, and, when added together, they make
up the date 1887 : thus—‘ Canto-gLorla In eXCeLsls Deo et
In terra paX hoMInIbVs bonae VoLontatls.”

(CH+LHI+I4+XA4C+L+I+DA4I+X+M+I 41+
V4+ V4 L4 I=1887)

The second and third bells (notes E and D) are inscribed
“ AM.D.G., the gift of the Duke of Westminster on Jan. 19th,
1878.1 Taylor and Co., Founders, Loughborough, 1878.”

The fourth bell (note C, diameter 293 inches) is inscribed
““ Ave Maria.”

The fifth bell (note B, diameter 34 inches) is inscribed
“ Katrinee.” '

The tenor bell (note A, diameter 36 inches) is inscribed

€ & 1 o
g‘ sCe gregore 0.p S. @ ’

T This was the date of the coming of age of William, fourth Lord
Bagot, for whom the Duke of Westminster stood as Baptismal sponsor.
2 This Fylfot occurs also on one of the bells of Lapley Church. It

is the ancient swastica found in all parts of the world and of very
ancient date. Itissometimes called ‘‘ Thor’s hammer,’’ and is supposed
to have been placed on bells as a cHarm against thunder (see Palestine
Exploration Quarterly, 1897, p.212). Raven, in his Bells of England,
PP- 278, 279, says, ‘‘ In point of antiquity no object found in bell-marks
can compare with this Fylfot. . . . Sixcenturies before the Christian era,
under the name of Swastica, it was recognised as a Buddhist symbol.
As the power of bells in quelling thunderstorms was un-
questioned, it is no matter of surprise that some founders adopted it -
as a quasi-heraldic charge in shield-shaped marks. . . . None of
the Fylfot bells are dated. . . . The Thor symbol also occurs in
the letter D, used instead of an initial cross on the fifth bell at Apleby,
Lincolnshire, which also has an imperfect shield stamp resembling
that used by Thomas Bett of Leicester, who died in 1538. So far as
we can judge, no bells, save in the early part of the sixteenth century,
have the Fylfot, and these, as yet, are confined to Derbyshire, Lincoln-
shire, Yorkshire and Staffordshire, those in the last county being at
Blithfield and Ellastone, both deserving further investigation.”” The
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A little bell which existed in the year 1707 has now dis-
appeared. When the three old bells were rehung in 16335,
no mention is made of it ; and yet according to Leake it was
inscribed, ““ Willielmus Carver me fecit 1610.”1

The entries in the old Church Account-book relating to
this rehanging of the bells are as follows :—

“ Februarie ye 15th, 1635.

It is this day covenanted and agreed upon by Thomas Walker
of Newton, yeoman, on the one part, and Edward ffoster and
Tymothie Bayalie, churchwardens, on the other part, that the
said Thomas Walker shall be freed from the charge of his bargaine
for the hanginge of the bells for which he hath undertake that the
worke now to be done by George Smyth and Roger Collyer about
the bells at Blythfeild shall be done suffitientlye, and shall soe
continue for twelve years after, which if it does not, Thomas Walker
is at his own charge to afford tymber to make it suffitient. In
witness whereof wee have hereto put our hands.

Thomas Walker

V'
his marke.
On the part of all these Edward ffoster,
witnesses to the other side Tymothie Bayalie,

the leafe Churchwardens.”

‘ Februarie y¢ 15th, 1635.

It is this day agreed upon betwixt Edward ffoster and Tymothie
Bayalie, churchwardens, of Blythefeild on the one part, and George
Smyth and Roger Collier on the other part, that the said George
Smyth and Roger Collier doth undertake to hang the three bells
in the Church of Blythfeild as followeth :

First they are to make the frame suffitient whatsoever shall be
wantinge, soe that wee are to find them tymber needful thereto.
Item they are to make three new wheeles, three yokes, and all other

_device at the beginning of this inscription, the nature of which is very
roughly indicated above, is carefully reproduced in the Plate in Lynam’s
Bells of Staffordshire. ;

1 Salt Library Folio of * Arms, etc.,” p. 475-
E 2
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worke whatsoever shall be needful to make them in everie respect
suffitient, both for wooden worke and stone, that belongeth either
to the Bells the wheels yokes bell-ropes or other, except the brasses
and ropes, which are to be made good at our charge. For the which
wee are to paye to them four pounds in money, and they are to
have all the wood and stone that now is used or belonging to the
bells, £1 6° 8¢ whereof they are presentlie to receive, 13° 44
when they are finished, £2. a fortnight after being proved suffitientlie
performed. They are to finish them before the 25th of March
next comeinge ; wee are to fetch at our charge the wheeles and
other work belonging to them at Stoe. In witness hereof the
parties belowe written have put their hands the day above written.
In the presents of

Jon. Beardmore Edward ffoster
Thoma\l}; Walker Tymothie ’ll‘Bayalle Chidtahmwandeis
his marke his marke

Thomas Lees George Smyth

J.B. Roger Collyer
John Breadburie R

his marke his marke "’

THE ORGAN.

A new organ was presented to the Church in 1865 to take
the place of the old barrel-organ that originally stood in the
west gallery, and was moved into the nave in 1823.1 The
Organ-chamber at the end of the north aisle was built at the
same time to contain it. At that time it had but one manual
and eight stops, the swell-shutters being flush with the aisle
wall, and practically making the whole organ a swell-organ.
The chamber was found, however, to be much too damp,
and about the year 1868 the organ was brought out and
placed facing down the north aisle, and a swell of four stops
with a separate manual was added at a cost of about £100.

1 So Memorials of Bagot Family, p. 107, seems to state. Neverthe-
less it was still in the gallery within the recollection of those now
living, ¢.e., as late as about 1860.
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This position was also found to be injurious, and in 1881
it was placed as it now stands. The alterations at that time,
carried out by Messrs Nicholson and Lord, of Walsall, cost
£40. 1In 1895 it was practically rebuilt (by Mr. Kirkland of
London) as a memorial to Lucia, widow of the third Lord
Bagot. The cost, which was met by subscriptions, amounted
to f140. At this time several new stops were added, requiring
132 additional pipes.

THE PoORCH.

The porch, as has been already stated, was built from Mr.
Street’s design in the year 1860. Previously to that the
entrance to the Church was by the west side of the tower
through a door inserted in the wall in the year 1678,
when a round window was placed above it, and probably
also the debased round-headed windows at the top of the
tower, which were replaced at the time of this alteration of
the entrance. The jambs and the arch of the seventeenth-
century doorway now form the entrance to the kitchen garden
at the Hall. When the doorway through the tower was made,
an “arch of free-stone ”” was placed at the east side of the
tower, the ancient arch as it now exists being probably filled
in, and folding-doors led into the Church. There was a
staircase leading up from the- floor of the tower into the
ringing-loft (to light which the aforesaid round window was
no doubt inserted), and from thence, through another door in
the thickness of the east wall of the tower, into the gallery
which extended right across the nave.! When this work
was carried out in 16782 the * decaied ”’ wooden porch and

? The iron pillars which supported this gallery now support the
roof of the wood-shed at the Rectory.

2 A record of this transaction is to be found in an old Church
Account-Book, and runs thus :—*‘ In the year 1678 the parish took down
an old decaied wooden porch, on the South Isle of the Church, made a
fair window of the same proportion with the rest in the place of it;
altered the entrance into the Church to the west end, where they set
up 2 pair of Large wrought ffolding Doores, erected a Ringing Loft
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south door were removed, and a window corresponding to
the other aisle windows put in its place; but a mark of the
pitch of its roof was left on the wall, and this served for a
guide when the south entrance was restored nearly two hundred
years later.

A curious feature in the external walls of the Church is
the recess at the west end of the north aisle, which has all
the appearance of an aumbry. The difference in the surface
of the lower courses of the stone-work of the north wall of the
tower suggests that there may once have been here a lean-to
building used as a Sacristy.X A similar annexe plainly existed
at one time to the ancient tower of Rugeley Church. It may
be noticed that between this recess and the next window of
the north aisle the stone-work appears to have been broken
into, as if there had been a window or door into the Church.
That window, however, is not in the middle of the wall, but
crowded towards the wall of the aisle.

with a Round window in it, and made a handsome Arch of ffreestone
at the entrance into the Church.

Thak Bisixd
This work came to ... 17+ 1T 02
Sir Walter Bagot gave
16 loades of stone unreckon’d } 04 08 o2
He also gave ye wood valued at
The lady Bagot his mother gave 02 00 00
Mrs. Kat. Lloyd gave 3% 00 IO 00
Mr. Rhodes the parson gave oI 00 o0
Sum dat (i.e. amount presented) o7 18 o2
The parish pd. in yr. Levies 08 08 06
Sum utriusque (i.e. amount of both) ... 16 06 08
Remr. due to me from the parish oI 04 06
G. R., Rector.”

! Or possibly an Anchorite’s Cell. In Clay’s Hermits and Anchorites
. of England, p. 79, there is figured an anchorage at Hartlip Church in
just the same position as this building must have been, and the author
says (p. 81) “° Writing of the Norwich Church of St. John the Baptist,
Timberhill, Blomefield says : * Anciently a recluse dwelt in a cell joining
to the north side of the steeple, but it was down before the Dissolution.” *’
The anchorage of St. Edward’s was also on the north. From numerous
examples it seems that the ascetic would deliberately forego the
sunshine with the rest of Nature’s gifts. Rare instances occur of a
brighter aspect.
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THE CHANCEL.

The drop of one step from the Nave into the Chancel,
though unusual, is met with elsewhere. By some it is held
to be symbolical of the lowliness of the Incarnation; by
others again of the grace of humility, in which the clergy
might be expected to show an example to their flocks. But
it is probably more often due to a natural fall in the ground
from west to east, such as there is in this case. It has also
been suggested that this was not an original feature of the
building at all, but was due to the necessity of filling up the
floor of the Nave in order to keep it level with the rise of the
Churchyard ground (through long ages of burial) outside.
~ The bases of the pillars, however, below the level of the present
flooring are so rough that they could not possibly have been
intended to be visible when first constructed. The present
high-pitched roof of the Chancel, made of oak from Bagot’s
Park, was a restoration in 1851, from Pugin’s designs, of what
was supposed to have been the original thirteenth-century
roof. For this there had been substituted, in the latter part
of the seventeenth century, a flat panelled roof, which cut off
the top part of the east window and placed it outside. At
the same time the part of the window remaining inside was
blocked up, and a large monument to Sir Edward Bagot
(now in the Vestry) was placed over the Altar. This monu-
ment was removed to the south side of the window in 1823
by the second Lord Bagot, who opened three lights of the
window and placed in them the figures of the three wives
of Sir Lewis Bagot and twenty coats of arms, taken for the
most part from the north Aisle or the Clerestory.

The coats were those of—

STAFFORD?! BacoT and MALLORY de BLITHFIELD

GREY MALLORY PEMBRUGE

1 Now in the west window of the tower.
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old bedstead (slept on by the waggoner) in a Colton farm-
house belonging to Mr. Bonney, who was Grammar-school
Master at Rugeley, and acted as Curate to Bishop Bagot.
Not only was all the carving of the bedstead used, but only
one piece—the panel at the north end bearing the initial of
James I'—had to be renewed. It was given to the Church
by Mr. Bonney, and placed there on the day that Queen
Victoria was married, Feb. 1oth, 1840. The old battle-helmet
in the north-east corner, surmounted with the Bagot Crest
of a goat’s head, is ascribed to the end of the fifteenth century.
The other helmet and spurs above the monument to Sir
Charles Bagot, as well as the inscription in Norman-French
on the brass plate below, came from Henry VII's Chapel in
Westminster Abbey, he being a G.C.B. In 1843 the Priest’s
door, which at the end of the seventeenth century had been
placed under the middle of the middle south window, so
cutting into the westernmost sedile, was restored to its original
and present position, and the stonework of the sedile made
good. The moulded top of this door seems to have been
added at this time, as a picture of the Church in the Salt
Library at Stafford, of the date 1824, shows the door as having
a plain square top without moulding. At this time also
the old seventeenth-century oak Altar-rail was replaced by
a stone one, and a step made in front of it nearer to the Altar
than now. The alteration of the step, the tiling, and the rail
to their present state was made about the year 1858. The
oak chest in the passage to the Vestry is evidently the old
Parish Chest with its three locks, of which the several keys
used to be in the hands of the Rector and the two Church-
wardens respectively.
The - seven lamps which ‘‘ burn before the Throne ”’

were obtained from Venice in 1888, the larger one in
* the middle being an old specimen from a church in that

1 This very panel happened to pass into the possession of Mr.
Bonney’s son, Frederick, who obtained it about 1890 from a cottage in
Colton with some other pieces of old carved oak.
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city. That some such lights were in use as late as the middle
of the sixteenth century appears from the record, preserved
at Blithfield, of an arbitration in respect of the rightful
ownership of, and incidence of charges on, some field at
Steenwood. The text of the settlement (modernised in some
parts) is as follows :—

“The award of Dom. Thomas Wylson, clerk, Vicar of
Bromley Abbottes, and Lewis Balle of Morton, yeoman,
arbitrators chosen to settle disputes between Thomas Clarke
of the Boulde in Blyffelde, yeoman, Humfry Walker of Newton,
Thomas Smythe of Admaston, and Thomas Lees of the same,
wheelwright, of the first part, and Robert Lowne of Lichfield
of the second part, and Lewys Lowne of Heyteley within the
parish of Bromley Abbotts, of the third part, concerning
Stenson croft in Stenson in the parish of Blyffeld.

‘ They adjudge that the said Thomas, Humfrey, Thomas,
Thomas, and Robert Lowne shall release to the said Lewys
Lowne the said croft etc. Secondly that Lewys shall make
to Richard Bagott Esq. son and heir of Thomas Bagott, Esq.
deceased, and to Mary Meverell, daughter and heir of Lewys
Meverellof the Boulde,and tothesaid Thomas, Humfrey, Thomas,
and Thomas a deed of grant of an annuity of 16d. for the same
croft etc., to the intent that the said Richard, Mary, Thomas,
and the rest, and the four Churchwardens of Blyffeld Church
shall therewith help to maintain and keep up the tapers and
lights for the most blessed Sacrament of the Altar in the high
Chancel or quere of the church as often as divine service shall
be celebrated, yf hit maye stande with the lawes of this realme
of England that any rente of landes can, or may, be giffen
or assigned for any such purpose or intente without that the
Kinge’s most gracious Lycense shulde be opteyned: but if
such license must be obtained, and it prove too expensive,
then the said Richard Bagot, Mary Meverell, and the rest,
and the churchwardens, two of whom are the churchwardens |,
of Newton, shall distribute the said rent in some other
meritorious waye. Thirdly the said Richard, Mary, Thomas,

® and the rest shall paye to the said Robert Lowne and Lewys
Lowne at the sealing of these presents the sum of 20s. Dat.
26 June 33. Hen. 8 (1541) (8 seals).” -
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It is probably quite impossible to trace the history of this
ancient endowment. It may, however, be noticed that in
the inventory of church goods, taken in 1552 by the King’s
Surveyor, 21s. is reported to have been surrendered, being a
“stoke to find tapers in the Churche.” Evidently this was
a sum of money in the hands of the trustees arising out of this
endowment. After that time the income of what was left
was probably distributed in doles to the poor. The boards
in the Belfry relating to Parochial Charities, which were
put up in 1732, record £10 as being in the hands of the Parish
for charitable purposes, This, which is probably now merged
with Clarke’s Charity, may perhaps represent a capital sum
for which the annual charge upon Stenson’s croft was at
some time commuted.

THE CHURCHYARD CROSS.

The base with its four steps? and the first stone of the shaft
belong to the original Cross, erected about the beginning of
the fourteenth century. In 1823 the Cross, which now stands
in the corner of the Belfry of the Church, was placed on this
base, but, not being correctly adapted to it, and also having
become ruinous, in 19o4 it was replaced by what was believed
to be in the style of the original structure.? It is intended
to commemorate the Death of our Saviour as our redemption °
from death. The figure of the Crucified on the west side is
accompanied by figures of the Blessed Virgin and S. John,
to represent home life and church life, both sanctified by the
Cross. The Angel of Judgment, on the east side, serves to
remind those whose bodies will be buried around that they
must be prepared to meet Him in the end as their Judge,
Who is willing now to be their Saviour. The figures on the

1 The lowest step was found beneath the level of the ground, and
raised some six inches.

* The work was carried out most painstakingly and conscientiously
by Mr. Bridgeman of Lichfield. '
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two sides, of S. Chad and S. Leonard, the Patron Saints of
the Diocese and the Parish, are reminders how those who have
been removed from the Church militant still plead the all-
atoning Death on behalf of those in whom they are interested
on earth. The emblems of the four Evangelists beneath
show how the great doctrine of the Cross is upheld chiefly
by the Gospel records.

On the shaft are carved, in the upper row, emblems of our
Lord: -

(a) IHS, bemg the three first Greek letters of the
sacred name ‘‘ Jesus.”

() The Fishes; the letters of the Greek word for
fish forming the initials of the Greek words for ‘“ Jesus
Christ, the Son of God, the Saviour.”

(c) The “ Labarum,” or standard of the Emperor
Constantine, formed from the three first letters of the
title *“ Christ,” with the palm of Victory on either side,
in allusion to the motto which accompanied the
“ Labarum,” viz. “ In hoc Signo vinces,” ““ In this Sign
shalt thou conquer

(@) The Lion of the royal tribe of Judah, Who * pre-
vailed to open the book ”’ of God’s plan for the redemption
of the World.

In the middle row are emblems of the Blessed Sacrament,
which is “ the continual remembrance of the Sacrifice of the
Deat}l of Christ ”’ :

(@) ““ The outward and visible sign "’ of *“ bread and
wine which the Lord hath commanded to be received.”

(b) The Pelican feeding its young, according to the
fable, from the blood drawn by itself from its own breast.

(c) Doves, signifying innocence, feeding on the fruit
of the Vine.

(@) “ The Lamb as it had been slain,” ever pouring
forth His life-blood, and yet for ever living. ‘

In the lowest row are emblems of “the benefits which
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thus :—*“ Hic jacet Isabella Bagott quondam uxor
Richi Bagott armigeri qui obijt . . . an°® Dni
1477 cuius anima ppitietur Deus Amen.”? The
present brass plate on the slab only gives her name,
etc., and date of death. One word only of the
original inscription is now visible, but even this is
not legible.

(2) (West of the last, and till 1823 in the middle of the
Chancel.) Alabaster slab to the memory of JoHN
Bacor, son of Sir Lewis, whom he pre-deceased in
1512, and his wife HELEN (BOTELER). The original
inscription is copied in full on to the brass plate,
the words in italics being still legible on the slab
itself :—** Hic jacemt corpora JoHe BAGoT filis et
heredss Lodowici Bagot Militis et Helene wuxoris ejus
filie Thome Boteler de Beawsey Militis qui quidé
Joties obijt xxviic die Novemb anno dni Milli® d° xij
et dicta Helena obijt (. . . .| )idied{SStuu
anno dai Milli® d°® ( . . . ) Quorum aiabus
propitietur Deus Amen.” According to Ashmole
this slab had upon it the arms of Bagot and Butler
in separate escutcheons.

(3) (West of the last.) Alabaster slab to the memory of
Joun BacGor (only son of Richard and Isabella
Bagot) and his two wives, ISABELLA (CURZON) and
AGNETA (KN1vETON). The inscription is completely
worn out, and the brass plate simply gives the date

Altar.”” Ashmole describes it as being ‘‘ In the South side of the
Church.”

1 Salt Library MS. copy of collections at the College of Arms made
circa 1662.

3 A pedigree in Crisp’s Visitation of England supplies here the
word *‘ Junii.” .

3 The date appears to be MD (without any additional years, as
suggested on the brass plate on the tomb). In the Salt Library folio
the date 1500 is said to be taken from Dugdale’s Mon. Inscrip., c. 36,
Coll, Arms. '
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of John’s death, 14th Oct. 1480,' and states that
Isabella’s father was John Curzon of Essex. Ash-
mole,? evidently referring to this tomb, says, “ Lower
in the Chancell upon an alablaster stone; whereon
is drawne a man in armour lying between two
Weomen hic jacet . . . Bagott armiger . . . )’
adding, “next to this Francis Ashton’s tomb.” In
Harl. MS. 2129, fol. 172, this tomb is described as
having on it a man between two women and eight
children, but all the inscription that is given is *“ Hic
jacet Johes Bagot Armiger qui obiit.” -

. (4) (North-west end of the Chancel).? A small alabaster
slab, bearing a figure of Death carrying off a child,
to the memory of WALTER BROUGHTON. Arms,
Broughton impaling Bagot. Inscription, ‘“ Here lieth
Walter the eldest sonn of Richard Broughton®
Esquier who was borne the 24th of Aprill 1586 and
dyed the 3rd of iuly folowig. Streight after Birth
due is the fatall beare. By Death’s sufferance the
aged lyger here.”

(5) (East of the last). An alabaster slab to the memory of
: FRANCIS AsTON® and MARIE (ASTLEY). Inscription,

1 This is a mistake. He was a party to a deed of 1489, and died
24 October 1490.

" % Salt Library Folio, p. 19.

? According to Ashmole (Folio, p. 25) it was originally ‘‘ Neare
the side of Thomas Bagott’s monument,’ as also it was in 1707 (Leake,
Folio, p. 476, cf. post, p. 7on.) and in, 1824 (see Mem. Bagot Fam., p. 119).

¢ He married Anne, second daughter of Richard Bagot (No. 12)
(see M. Register for 1572), who “lingered ” ten years after this, and at
this time was probably not much over fifty years of age.

5 He was the eldest-son of William Aston, who was second son of
Sir John Aston, nephew of Isabella Aston, who married Richard
Bagot (No. 1) (hence the mark of cadency in the arms on the
tomb), and brother of Sir Edward Aston, who built Tixall (see
Description of Tixall, p. 148). Francis was therefore great-nephew of
Richard Bagot (No. 1), and second cousin twice removed of Richard
Bagot (No. 12). The connection was not througI{ his Wife ; for, though

i F
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“ Here lieth the bodies of Francis Aston esquier
and Marie his wife daughter of Anthonie Asley (sic)
which Francis deceasedthe ( . . . )of( . . .)
and the said Marie deceased the 7 of Decembr. A°
Dni 1593.” A small figure (possibly a son) in armour
is figured at the lady’s feet. Arms, Aston impaling
Astley. ‘

(6) (East of the last). Slate slab with white inlaid letters,
to the memory of MARY (LAMBARD), wife of Sir
Edward Bagot (No. 14) and daughter of William and
Mary Lambard (No. 13). She married first her
cousin John Crawley (see No. 23). Inscription,
‘““Maria Edoardi Bagot de Blithfield Baronetti
Relicta obiit vicesimo secundo die Octobris anno
Dom. 1686°.” Arms, Bagot impaling Lambard in a
lozenge.!

(7) (North-east of the last).? A small alabaster slab, a
copy of No. 4, and to the memory of the same
SALESBURY BAGOT, who is commemorated on the
mural tablet No. 16. Inscription, ‘“ Here lieth
Salebury (sic) the eldest son of Sur Waltr Bagott,
Barronett who was born the 13 of Novemb™ 1671
and dyed the 29th of October Anno Domini 1673.”

Thomas Bagot (No. 11) married an Astley, she was one of the Astleys of
Patshull, which was a different branch of the family from that of Church
Eaton. Francis Aston lived at Newton in the parish of Colwich (see Blith-
field Oldest Burial Register, p. 38 and p. 41). Francis Aston and Marie
Astley were married in 1564 (see Bridgeman’s Church Eaton, Hist. Coll.
Staffs, iv, part 2, p. 22). Marie’s father, Anthony Astley, was of Church
Eaton. The statement in Mem. Bagot Family, that Francis Aston was
‘“one of the Astons of Broughton in Longdon,” is not supported by
evidence.

1 This monument was, according to Leake, at the beginning of the
eighteenth century on the sinister side of a grave-stone to her husband
within the altar-rails. '

* This monument was originally further to the East * in the angle
of the floor formed by the step of the Communion rails and the second
altar-tomb.” (Mem. Bagot Family, p. 116.)
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(b) of the Nave.

(8) (At the north-east end touching the middle 'gangway).

An alabaster slab much broken, and bearing the
figures of two men in armour, and an inscription,
part only of which is legible. The brass plate placed
on this tomb by the second Lord Bagot gives the
inscription thus:—“Hic . . . Thome Colwhiche
de Colwhiche Armigi et Jacose uxoris sue necnd
scutifii Lodowici Bagoti militis qui obiit iiij die
Octobris a° dni mdviii quof aiabus ppitietur Deus.
Amen.” It is not apparent how this inscription was
arrived at; it certainly could not have been deci-
phered from the slab itself even at the beginning of
the nineteenth century. Ashmole, however, gives
practically the same wording, except that he gives
the wife’s name as ““ Jocosi ”’ (avoiding one mistake
but making another, for it should of course be
““ Jocose ”’), and leaves out ‘“necnd scutifii.”” His
accounit of the monument is as follows :—*“ In the
body of the Church are the figures of two men drawn
upon an alablaster (sic) grave-stone, and betweene
their heads this coate (drawing of arms, Aston im-

paling Colwich),! hic . . . Thome Colwiche de
~ Colwiche armigeri et Jocosi uxoris sue .
Lodowici Bagoti qui obijt 4 : die Octob : an°
1508 quorum aiabus pptietur Deus.” Lord Bagot in
his Memorials mentions the arms as being in four
quarterings, the first quarter being Aston. But
whoever so deciphered the shield must have mistaken
the fesse, which occurs both in the Aston and the

! The Colwich arms are, argent a fesse between three bats
displayed sable. It is difficult to account for the fact that on a tomb
to the memory of a Colwich the Aston coat occupies the dexter side
of the shield. The ninth daughter of John Aston, Esq. (brother of.
Isabella Bagot, No. 1) of Tixall, married Sir Andrew Colwich of Colwich
about 1460-1470. ]

F 2



68 NOTES ON THE EARLY HISTORY

Colwich arms, for the transverse division of the
shield. Vincent, an earlier authority,® gives the
inscription thus :(—‘“ Hic jacent corpora? Lodovici
Colwhich filios4 Thome Colwhich de Colwhich
Armigeri et Jocosa uxoris sui necnon serviencium
Lodovici Bagot militis obiit 1487.” He gives for
arms Aston impaling Colwhich. Vincent does not
appear to have been an accurate transcriber of the
words of inscriptions, as a comparison of this (not
to mention others) with Ashmole’s version will
show. By giving the date in ordinary figures he
is apparently not pretending to give the exact words,
but only a statement of the date. As to this date, how-
ever, it is difficult to see how the letters for 1487 could
have been read into those for 1508. This seems to
point to there having been two different years in-
cluded in the inscription. With regard to what now
remains of the inscription (.., the east side and a few
letters adjoining on the other two sides), the word,
which Vincent gives as “ serviencium ” and Lord
Bagot as “ scutifii,” of the two certainly seems more
like the latter, though the first letter looks more like
an “1” and the last like an “n.” Also the word
after “ qui ”’ is more like ‘ quidem ”’ than ‘ obiit.”
In fact, one would not expect “ obiit "’ there, but
rather the name of one son, then of the other, giving
the date of the death of each. It is possible that
Vincent’s 1487 may have been the year of the death
of one brother, and 1508 of the other. Further,
it may be noticed that Ashmole gives only seventeen
letters to occupy the north side of the inscription,

“

! Writing, in fact, in 1588, less than a hundred years after the placing
of this monument. It is curious how soon the inscription became
illegible.

- % He gives no indication of a hiatus here, but the plural ‘‘ filiorum *’
requires the insertion of another name besides *‘ Lodovici.”
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whereas the south side probably contained at least
seventy letters. A conjectural reading of the inscrip-
tion may therefore be given as follows (for the
words placed in square brackets there is no direct
authority, but the wording should be compared with
that on Sir Lewis’s own monument (No. 10) and that on
No. 2, of the same date) :— Hic jacent corpora
[Thome et] Lodowici Colwhiche filiorum Thome
Colwhiche de Colwhiche armigeri et Jocose uxoris sue
necnd scutiferorum (or, serviencii) Lodowici Bagoti
militis qui quidé [Thomas] obijt[. . . die

a® dni] wmcccorxxxvir [et dictus Lodowicus
obijt] iiij°® die Octobris a® diii MDVIII quof aiabus
pptietur Deus. Amen.” This gives about 71 and
93 letters respectively to the long sides, and 54 and
37 respectively to the short sides. In Leake’s
* Collection for the College of Arms” (c. 1706)! in
connection with this monument the fesse sable is
given, but no more of the lettering than this .

die Octobris an dni 1508 Quorum &c.” In the Notes
(plainly not accurate) taken by Glover, Somerset,
under ‘“ Blythfeld ’2 this monument is figured next to,
and apparently touching, that described at the top of
the following page. The drawing shows two men with
swords by their sides and a coat of arms between,

very roughly drawn, with this inscription :—*“ Hic jacet
corpora Estun milit . . . 4 die octob: a° dii
MDXXIII quoaf, aiabus &c.” “ Estun” is no doubt

”

a misreading of ‘ Bagoti,” suggested by the Aston
coat on the dexter side of the shield. The mistake
in the transcription of the letters of the date goes to
show that the original was in letters, not in
figures.

1 Salt Library Arms etc. Folio, p. 477 (see note next page).
2 Brit. Mus. : Harl, MS. 2129, fol. 111,
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In connection with this Colwich monument Leake! also
mentions another which has now disappeared, describing it
thus :—‘‘ An alabaster gravestone in the body of the Church
containing the pourtraiture of a man and woman quite worne
out, and all that remains of the inscriptionis . . . quidem
Johanna ob: die . . . mensis . . . ao dni 15
Quorum.” Glover, Somerset, described this tomb as * in the
Middle Ile,” and gives for the inscription the same' words as
Leake, except that he misreads ‘“ mensis ’ as * martis.”

Leake mentions another monument which no longer
exists, writing :—

“ A grave-stone in the centre of the Church near the W.
door marks the spot where the Rev. MiCHAEL WARD, Rector
of Blithfield, and his wife lie buried. with one adjoining it for
Georgeand Mary Ward.” ‘“Mary " here is probably a mistake

r ‘“ Elizabeth.” Rector Ward had, by his second wife, a
daughter, Mary, born 1718, but she does not seem to have been
buried at Blithfield. Also there is now a brass tablet in the
floor of the middle gangway towards the west end, apparently
copied from an old monument, to the memory of (9) ELIZABETH
and GEORGE WARD, who both died 1712. According to the
Registers, Parson Ward’s first wife, Elizabeth, and an infant
son, George, were both buried at Blithfield in that year.

(B) ““ Altar > Tombs—

(10) (North-west of the Sanctuary). Alabaster monument
commemorating .Sir Lewis Bagot, three of his five
wives, and his nineteen children. The head of his
first wife is seen next to himself on his right hand.

1 Stephen Martin Leake was Garter King of Arms and died in
1773. He possessed MSS. notes on the churches of Yoxall and Blith-
field belonging to the collections of Fisher Wentworth, Esq., of Lillington
Wentworth, co. Bucks. These notes, he states, were made c. 1706.
The MSS. were purchased by the College of Arms about 1830, and were
copied for Mr. William Salt, the copies being bound up in a Folio of
Arms, etc., at the College of Arms now in the Salt Library at Stafford.
The pages in this Folio relating to Yoxall are 459—462 and those
relating to Blithfield 467-479.
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In the original inscription in one of the north Clerestory
windows (the old glass of which is now in the west window
of the Tower, where also her head is figured) she is called
* Mistress Lucy.” She was the daughter of John Kniveton
of Underwood. It was a case, very common in those days,
of an infant marriage; for in 1475, when it took place, Lewis
Bagot was only about fourteen years of age, and his great-
grandfather, Richard Bagot, was still alive. Lucy seems to
have died young, and Lewis’s second wife was Emma
Kniveton, who was probably Lucy’s sister. The marriage
with Lucy having been merely nominal, her sister would not
be considered within the prohibited degrees. This second
marriage took place probably about 1480, and Emma is
figured on the monument on the right side of her husband,
with eleven children, five males and six females, at her feet.
Of these only five are known to history, viz., John, married
to Helen Boteler, or Butler; Jane, married to James
Thirkeld of Smallwood, co. Stafford; Elena, married first to
Thomas Meverell of Booth, and secondly to Robert Gresley ;
Elizabeth, married to George East of Yardley; and another
daughter, in some pedigrees called Anne, married to Biddulph
of Eccleshall. John died without issue in the life-time of his
father, as stated on his monument already described (No. 2).
On his father’s monument John is represented at the head of
his four brothers, and is distinguished by the ermine edging
to his robe.

Dame Emma must have died before 1503, by which date
we find Sir Lewis married to his third wife, Anne Montgomery,
figured on his monument on his left side with their eight
children, four males and four females, at her feet. The priority
in age of these children seems to be indicated by the gradation
in the size of their representation. Thus the largest male with
the ermine-bordered robe would no doubt be Thomas, who

* Thomas, who was Anne’s eldest son, and possibly her eldest chilfi,
was ‘“ 30 years old and more '’ of age in September 1534. (Inquis.
p. m. Ch., ser. ii, vol. 56, No, 86, Public Records Office.) Therefore he
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succeeded his father, and whose tomb is the next to it towards
the east. The other three sons were named Edward, Geoffrey,
‘and Stephen. The names of three of the daughters, pre-
sumably children of the third marriage also, are found in.Sir
Lewis’s will, dated 1534, viz., Maud and Anne, both at that
time unmarried, and Alice who had married an Arblaster.
The fourth daughter had probably died before the will was
made. It will be noticed that the two younger daughters
figured on the monument have coifs on their heads, the mark
of the married state.
The Latin inscription carved round three sides of the slab
is as follows :—
“ Hic : Jacent : Corpora : Lodowici : Bagott : Militis :
& : Anne : : Uxoris ei’ : qui : quidem : Lodowic’ : obijt :
ultimo : die : Mesis : Maii : A®:"dfii : M°: d° xxxiv® : que :
vero : A*: obijt : qto : Mensis : Septembris : A° : dii
M : CCCCC : Xiiii : quof Aiab’ ppiciat® deus : Amen : ”’
In English this would be :—

““ Here lie the bodies of Lewis Bagot, nght and
Anne his wife ; which said Lewis died on the last day of
the month of May in the year of our Lord 1534, while
the said Anne died on the fourth day of the month of
September in the year of our Lord 1514 ; on whose souls
God has mercy (a mistake for the usual word ° pro-
picietur,” ‘ may God have mercy’). Amen.”

The arms in the arched recess at the back of Sir Lewis’s
tomb are those of (1) Bagot impaling Curzon (his father’s) ;
(2) Bagot impaling Montgomery (his own); and (3) Mont-
gomery impaling Delves (his father-in-law’s). The arms on
the side of the tomb are those of (1) Thomas Bagot, impaling

was born not later than September 1504, and his mother was married
not later than the close of 1503. Emma, who was married about 1480,
and had eleven children, may be supposed to have lived at least till
_about 1495, in which case the earliest possible date for issue- from the
third marriage would be about 1497.




OF THE PARISH OF BLITHFIELD. *73

=Astley, he being the eldest surviving son and heir of Sir Lewis ;
(2) James Thirkeld,! impaling Bagot, he having married Sir
“Lewis’s daughter Jane; (3) Thomas Meverell, of Booth,
impaling Bagot, he having married Sir Lewis’s daughter
Elena? in 1507 ; and (4) Bagot, impaled with arms which
have been for some reason erased, representing one of the
other married daughters of Sir Lewis.3 :

The date of the monument can only be conjectured from
‘ certain evidences chiefly afforded by the work itself. It is
practically certain that the inscription is not that which was
carved when the monument was originally executed, though
it is probable that it was copied from the original with the
addition of the dates of the deaths of Sir Lewis and Dame
Anne. The arched recesses at the back of this and the two

! So stated in Mem. Bagot Fam., followed by Gen. Wrottesley.
There is, however, some uncertainty about this escutcheon, for the
arms (o7, three stags’ heads couped gules, on a canton of the second a
fleur-de-lys of the first) are not those which the heralds usually ascribe
to Thirkeld (viz. or, a maunch gules, charged with a fleur-de-lys o).
The arms of Shirfield are so depicted with the exception that the stags’

,heads in those arms are sable instead of gules, and erased instead of
couped. It is somewhat of a coincidence that one of the quarterings
of the arms of Thomas Adderley of Blackhaugh, who married this
James Thirkeld’s sister Joan, was the same as these arms on the
monument which are ascribed to Thirkeld, except that the stags’
heads are sable instead of gules. But this quartering in the Adderley
arms, which is given by Dugdale in 1664 without name attached (Hist.
Coll. Staffs, v, ii, 2), cannot be ascribed to Joan Thirkeld, for she was
not an heiress.

* In 1523 she married as her second husband Robert Gresley. It
may be that the arms of the latter are not represented on the monument
because at the time that these arms were executed there was progeny
surviving from the first marriage and not from the second. Sir Lewis
himself, at any rate, considered the second marriage worthy of com-
memoration in the Church by placing the Gresley and Bagot arms
together in one of the north clerestory windows (see post, p. 91, note 2).

* Some of the white paint of the argent field remains. This excludes
the possibility of the arms being those of East or Biddulph, who each
married a daughter of Sir Lewis and Dame Emma. Possibly it may
have been the coat of one of Dame Anne’s daughters. .. ;
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adjacent tombs with the coats-of-arms placed thereon are
evidently all of the same date, and may be supposed to have
been put up by Richard Bagot, or perhaps by his son Walter,?
when the tomb of the former (that against the east wall)
was erected towards the close of the sixteenth, or beginning
of the seventeenth, century. Further, Richard’s own coat-
of-arms on the side of his father’s monument shows the more
ancient (and present) Bagot arms, which Richard revived ;
that of his father on the slab itself being the coat which was
in use in medieval times. Therefore these shields on the side
of Thomas’s tomb were presumably added by the constructor
of Richard’s tomb. And, since those on the side of Sir Lewis’s
monument are exactly similar to them, the natural inference
is that they also were done at the same time. Next, it will
be noticed that (no doubt in order to make room for the three
tombs between the Vestry door? and the east wall of the Chan-
cel) the slabs of both Sir Lewis’s and his son’s tombs have
been plainly curtailed on all their four sides. On Sir Lewis’s
tomb the figures have been cut into, and the inscription begins
not, as might be expected, at the north-west corner, but
where the arch meets the slab. The inscription, as originally
cut, was probably on the flat surface, as on the other tombs of
the same period. Similarly on Thomas’s tomb the marks
may be seen where the original coat-of-arms and the archi-
tectural canopy have been cut away; and the lettering of

1 This, of the two, is the more likely, since the inscription on Richard’s
tomb seems to be all of a piece, and the date of his death (1596/7) is
given, that of his wife (who died in 1608) being left blank. If the
shield at the east end of the side of Richard’s tomb, which is blank
on the dexter side, may be taken to be that of his daughter Lettice,
who married Francis Kinnersley in 1601, then the date of the tomb
may be assigned to a short time before that, when perhaps the marriage
had been arranged but not completed.

2 As the vestry is a modern addition to the church (see ante, p. 14},
and no vestry is known to have existed previous to that which was
built in 1829, this door was probably an outside door, having, it may
be, something to do with the family vault beneath the sanctuary. ..




OF THE PARISH OF BLITHFIELD. 75

the inscription at each end, as well as the mistake of putting
‘“ Johane obijt quor. &c.,” without any blank space left for
the date of her death to be afterwards filled in, are evidences
of the same treatment. From all this, it may be surmised
that these two tombs were in the first instance constructed
to be placed on the floor, and that the turning of them into
‘“ altar-tombs,” the placing of shields-of-arms about them,
and the cutting down of the slabs so as to get them into the
required space, was an after-thought of whoever constructed
Richard’s monument, with the desire to make them in harmony
with his work, and to give what he may have considered greater
dignity to the whole.?

What, then, was the probable date of the original construc-
tion of Sir Lewis’s monument ? That it was subsequent to
his third marriage is certain, for Dame Anne is figured upon it.
And since the date of Sir Lewis’s death is recorded in the in-
scription, and figures of what appear to be his adult children
by Dame Anne are carved upon it, it would seem at first sight
that it was executed after his death by his son. There are,
however, certain indications which point to its being the
work of Sir Lewis himself. (1) It seems rather improbable that
Thomas would have placed on his father’s tomb a figure of
the child-wife, Lucy, and yet omitted all reference to the
fourth and fifth wives. (2) The inscription (which, as already
stated, may be taken to be in the main identical with the
original) shows that Sir Lewis intended Dame Anne to be
buried under this slab, whereas in fact she was buried at
Patshull, and this suggests that the tomb was constructed
in Dame Anne’s lifetime. Her monument at Patshull, “ an
alabaster gravestone, layd on the North side of the Altar,”

t Tt is worthy of notice that neither the east end of the slab of Sir
Lewis’s monument, nor either of the ends of those of Thomas’s and
Richard’s, being mostly invisible, are chamfered on the under edges,
as are the southern edges of all these and the west end of Sir Lewis’s,
which are in a conspicuous position ; showing that the three tombs
were finally arranged so that they might be contiguous at their ends.
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and subsequently destroyed (probably when the Church was
rebuilt) had an inscription of which the following is a transla-
tion :—‘‘ Here lies buried the body of Anne Bagot wife of Lewis
Bagot of Blithfield, Knight, who died on the fourth day of Sep-
tember, in the year of our Lord, 1514, on whose soul may God
have mercy. Amen.” On thissupposition, viz., that Sir Lewis’s
tomb was constructed during Anne’s lifetime, the spaces, which
were presumably left blank upon it for the date of his death
and that of Anne, would have been filled in on the re-cutting
of the inscription by their grandson or great-grandson, who
possibly may not have known that his ancestress was buried
at Patshull, or he may in the meantime have removed her
remains to Blithfield, in which case the record of her burial
there might have originated with him. (3) Further, it
seems probable that the monument, as originally con-
structed (if constructed during Anne’s lifetime), was executed
before the birth of her children and the children added
at a later date, for they are figured on it as adults;
whereas at the time of her death even the eldest would not
have been probably more than about ten years old. The
sons Stephen and Geoffrey appear to have been not yet born
in July, 1508,%2 and would therefore have been less than five
years old at the time of their mother’s death. Assuming,
then, that the monument was the work of Sir Lewis about the
year 1503, the northern compartment at the feet of Dame
Anne would have been left blank, the eight children being
added later, and all at the same time, for, though the crowded
arrangement of the figures of the four sons suggests the later
addition of the three younger, they were nevertheless all
grown up by the time that the youngest daughter was married,
and therefore could not have been omitted when she was
represented. It may be concluded, then, that. the addition

1 Shaw, following Ashmole and Dugdale, gives the year as 1513,
but this was no doubt due to a wrong transcription by the latter. In
the Huntbach MSS. (Part ii, 2nd div., p. 32) in the description of the
same monument the date given is 1514.

-3 See Deed with annexed Schedule (Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.)), xi, 119.
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of the children of Dame Anne was made about the year 1530,
or soon after, and that it was made by Sir Lewis himself,
who, having in the meantime married Margaret Vernon as
his fourth wife, may have considered the possibility of more
children still being added to his monument, and therefore
crowded up the sons together, and left some space beyond
the four daughters to be afterwards used if necessary. When
the addition of the children was made, Thomas, owing to the
death-of his half-brother John in 1512, was the heir, and is
accordingly represented with ermine border to his robe; it
must at the same time be admitted that the brother next
to him appears to be represented as having a similar border
to his robe, but this is not at all clear.

(rx) (East of the last and adjoining it). An alabaster slab
to the memory of THoMAS BAGOT (eldest son of the
last by his second wife) and his wife JoAN (ASTLEY
of Patshull). Inscription :(—

“ Hic jacent corpora Thome Bagott Armigeri
filij et heredis lodowici bagott et Johane uxoris
ei® filie Rycardi Astlei armigeri qui quidé Thome
obiit xiij die Maij Ano ddij 1541 et dicta Johafie
obijt quo aniab® ppiciet” deus. amé.”

In English this would be :—

“ Here lie the bodies of ‘'Thomas Bagot Esq.
son and heir of Lewis Bagot, and of Joan his
wife daughter of Richard Astley Esq.; which
said Thomas died on the 13th day of May in
the year of the Lord 1541, and the said Joan
died . . . on whose souls may God have
mercy. Amen.” ;

The arms in the recess above are (1) Bagot impaling
Montgomery (his father’s); (z) Bagot impaling Astley (his
own) ; (3) Astley impaling Ottley of Pickford (his father-in-
law’s). The arms on the slab are Bagot impaling Astley.
The arms on the side are (1) Bagot impaling Saunders (elder
son’s); (2) Adderley impaling Bagot (elder daughter’s); and
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(3) Bagot (younger son).! The tomb appears to have been
put up by the widow, as the date of the husband’s death seems
to be part of the inscription as originally carved, and that
of the wife is left vacant. Its date, therefore, would be
about 1542, Richard, her son, being at that time fourteen
years old. She died 31st March, 1557, but the Registers do
not record that she was buried at Blithfield.

(12) (East of the last and adjoining it). Made out of two
different sorts of stone, the figures painted and said
to be of Italian workmanship, in memory of
RicHARD BAGOT and his wife MARY (SAUNDERS),
buried at Blithfield 22nd March, 1608/9. Inscription,
“Hic jacent Corpora Richardi Bagot Armigeri et
Marie uxoris eius qui obijt secido die februarij
Anno domini 1596 et Maria obijt (. . .) die afo
(- . ..” The arms above in the recess on the
north side are Bagot impaling Astley (his father’s),
Bagot impaling Saunders (his own), and Saunders
impaling Yang (his father-in-law’s). The arms in
the recess at the east end are, Bagot and de Blithfield
quarterly, with Bagot (martlet coat)?on an escutcheon
of pretence. The arms below are, Bagot and Cave
(elder surviving son), Bagot and Lowe (second
son), Treu and Bagot (eldest daughter), Broughton
and Bagot (second daughter), Okeover and Bagot
(third daughter), and [blank] and Bagot (youngest
daughter).?

(C) Mural Tablets—
(@) In the Vestry.

(r3) (Originally on the north wall of the Chancel near
the Screen). A white marble tablet to the memory of

1 This shield, as also that on Sir Lewis’s monument assigned to
Thirkeld and the defaced shield, is painted on a flat surface ; all the
rest on the three monuments are carved in relief.

" 2 See Hist. Coll. Staffs (N.S.), xi, 114.

3 Viz., Lettice, who married Francis Kinnersley in 1601. Perhaps

she was betrothed but not married when this monument was erected.
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MARY RICHARDSON, née CRAWLES}, and married to
WiLLiAM LAMBARD as her first husband, by whom
she was the mother of No. 6. Inscription (translated
from the Latin) :—* Sacred to the memory of Mary

- daughter of Thomas Crawley of Nether-Crawley in

- the county of Bedford, Gent. (the dearly-loved sister
of Francis Crawley, Esq., one of the justices of the
Common Pleas), married first to William Lambard
of Buckingham, Gent., to which William she bore an
only daughter, called Mary, the wife of Edward
Bagot (of Blithfield in the county of Stafford),
Baronet. But afterwards married to Edw. Richard-
son, Esq., this noble Matron (living to the last with
her said daughter), yielded to fate on the 27th of
August, MDCLVIIL.”  Arms:—Lambard (her first hus-
band’s), Crawley (her father’s), Richardson (her second
husband’s).

(14) (Formerly over the Altar; removed in 1823 to the
north side of the Altar, and in 1852 to the Vestry).
A large white marble tablet to the memory of Sir
Epwarp Bacor, b. 1616, d. 1673. Arms :—First qr.
Bagot (of Bromley); second qr. Bagot (martlet coat);
third qr. Mallory; fourth qr. de Blithfield; with
Lambard on an escutcheon of pretence.l

(x5) A double white marble monument, originally under
the Chancel East window, and forming the base

- of the last preceding, to the memory of Sir WALTER
Bacot (son of the last), and JANE (SALESBURY) his
wife. This monument, as well as the pedigree board

at one time above it but in 1910 moved to the Hall,
from 1823 till 1852 was on the north wall of the

1 There were formerly also within the altar rails three flat slabs com-
memorating the first Sir Edward (Mem. Bagot Fam., p. 119), as also
Mary his wife, and Jane, wife of the first Sir Walter. Leake mentions
the first and last of these three, that to Lady Jane bemg on the right
side, and No. 6 on the left side.
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Chancel, According to Leake, the left-hand side was
still blank in 1707, being ‘‘ intended for an inscrip-
tion for Sir Walter.” Arms:—Left side, first qr.
Bagot (of Bromley); second qr. Bagot (martlet coat);
third qr. de Blithfield; fourth qr. Lambard; with
Salesbury on an escutcheon of pretence.

(16) To the memory of SALESBURY BAGOT, the same as No.
7, eldest son of the last ; died 1673, aged two .years.

(17) To the memory of Sir EDWARD BacoT, second son
and successor of No. 15. ;

(x8) To the memory of Lady Mary C. Bacor, daughter
of William, fourth Lord Mornington, wife of Sir
Charles Bagot (No. 28), d. 1845.

(0) In the Chancel.

(x9) To the memory of WALTER BaGoT and Er1ZABETH
(CAve) his wife. (In Ashmole’s time—1658—this
monument was ‘‘ set in the North Wall of the Chan-
cell.” It is described by Leake as being in 1707
on the South Wall. Therefore it was probably
moved by Sir Walter, third Bart., when he put up
the monument to his father over the Altar and put
in the flat roof.)

(20) To the memory of Sir HERVEY BAGOT and his two
wives, first KATHARINE (ADDERLEY) and second ANNE
(FisHER) relict of Sir Thomas Dilke.

Inscription (translated from the Latin):—

“ Sacred to the memory of Sir Hervey Bagot, Bart.;
who first married Katherine daughter of Humphry
Adderly of Weddington in the county of Warwick,
Gent., by whom he had Edward and Hervey sole
survivors ; Richard commandant of the fortress of
Lichfield, killed fighting most bravely at the battle
- of Naseby; and Elizabeth married to John Skrim-.
shire, Esq. (eldest son of John Skrimshire of Norbury,
Gent.). He married secondly Anne, daughter of’
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Clement Fisher of Packington, in the aforesaid county
of Warwick, Esq., relict of Sir Thomas Dilke of
*Maxtock Castle, Knt. Which said Hervey, dear
to his country, whose chief offices he bore with the
utmost honour, and faithful to his King, whom
through his severest trials, while the late most
monstrous rebellion was in progress, he boldly and
constantly served, endured the loss of property,
imprisonment, and other very grave indignities, with
the greatest courage and a well-prepared mind. At
length, however, outliving these calamities, and
witnessing the much-desired restoration of his High-
ness now King Charles II, happily falling asleep in
the Lord on the 27th day of December in the year
of man’s salvation 1660 and the 69th of his age,
is buried nearby between the aforesaid Wives.”!
Arms :—First and fourth qrs. Bagot (of Hide);
second gqr. Malory ; third qr. de Blithfield. Below,
Bagot (of Bromley); Bagot (martlet coat) and
Adderley (first Wife) ; Bagot (martlet coat) and
Fisher (second Wife).

(21) Brass to the memory of GEORGIANA AGNES FINCH,
eldest daughter of William, third Lord Bagot, and
first Wife of the Hon. Charles Finch (afterwards)
eighth Earl of Aylesford. A

(22) To the memory of HERVEY BacoT, eldest son of
Sir Edward (afterwards) fourth Baronet. Died 1699,
aged two months. Arms :—Bagot (of Bromley).

1 There is, however, no record in the Register of the burial of the
second wife at Blithfield. According to Mem. Bagot Family, she died
at the same place (Field Hall) and on the same day as her husband.
But from the same work, p. 64, it appears that in 1647 she was “ above
76 years of age and very infirme in body ”’ ; so that in 1660 she would
have been 89. Still she certainly was alive in 1654, as may be seen
from the conclusion of Dugdale’s letter to Sir Hervey Bagot, dated
May 20th of that year. Norroy’s Pedigree, given in Hist. Coll. Staffs,
v, ii, 27, states that she died gth May, 1656.

G
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(23) To the memory of HERVEY BacGorT, eldest son! of
Sir Edward (No. 14).

Inscription :—‘“ HERVEY BaGort, of that noble
family, the twentieth heire, and more (had he sur-
vived) than the twentieth Knight, a youth of excellent
hopes, admirable perfections; In morals manly and
grave, In wisdom gray haired ; Only in age childish ;
Studious of all good arts, intractable to ill; Not
‘knowing vice but by correcting it in others; Of
devotion to God, duty to parents, respect to all
A great exemplar in a little volume, In all huge,
rare; In nothing had he not died, comon; A St
though a child; A scholler though an heire ;2 In ye
incomparable ornaments of mind and body, a lively
express of heavés power and earth’s capacity.
Deare to his friends, dearer to God, who hasted (as

* According to the Register the tenth son (a twin) was also called
Hervey. He was baptized May 12th, 1658, and was buried Feb-
ruary 13th, 1660/1.

2 As an illustration of his ‘ schollership,” the following lines
preserved at Blithfield, may <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>